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In rex case of Re a & Co., which we report elsewhere, 
it has been held by CH, J., that ihe solicitors who act on 
behalf of the trustees of a debenture are _onth to the 

Bs mortage neces soliators. It was obj C) 

was & of trust and not an ordinary mortgage, and 

that the solicitors did not act for parties who actually advanced 
money. In substance, however, it is a m deed, and 
Kexewicn, J., considered that a deed had this character when- 
ever it vested property as security for money lent and for 
interest, whether the persons in whom it was vested took for 
their own benefit or as agents for others. As a matter of fact 
no debertures were issued and the deed was ineffective, but this 
circumstance could make no difference in the solicitors’ right to 
remuneration. They had done the work of investigating the 
title and ete the deed, and the deed had been executed 
and deliv to the trustees. The failure to put it into opera- 
tion was a matter which rested with the company. Solicitors 
for the debenture trustees really act in the interest of the 
debenture holders, and the decision properly places them in 
the same position as the solicitors - & mortgagee on an 


ordinary mortgage. 





An AmusING scene took place before Curry, J., a few days ago 
in connection with the separate examination of some married 
women. The amounts payable to each, having been calculated 
by counsel, were heated up to the judge, who then examined 
the ladies in turn. Two of them were satisfied, and agreed that 
the fund should be paid to their husbands as asked by the 
petition. The third, however, at once said that the amount stated 
was too small, and that she was entitled to more. The lady 
retired, and a fresh calculation was made, when it was found 
that her share was, in fact, £547 instead of £232, as originally 
calculated, the mistake having arisen from counsel deducting an 
incumbrance to which the share was not subject. The fady 
again ascended the bench, and after some conversation with her 
in a low tone, the learned judge announced that the lady wished 
the fund to be paid to her on her separate receipt, and inquired 
of counsel if he could consent on behalf of the husband. As 
counsel had no authority to do this, the case stood over. His 
lordship remarked that the case shewed that separate examina- 
tions were still of some use. Here the lady had both established 
her claim to a large amount and stopped the husband getting 
payment. If the husband consented, the lady need not come 
again ; otherwise she would have to come and claim her equity 
to a settlement. The case was mentioned again the next day, 
when the husband consented. Our readers will recall the similar 
story of the powerful Scotswoman and Sir Tuomas Pivmer, 
where the learned judge turned to the bar exclaiming, ‘‘ She 
says she won't,” in a tone that excited general merriment, 
amidst which the lady retired still mistress of her property. It 
is to be found in Lord Sr. Lzonanps’ Handbook, Letter XI. 





AN ESTEEMED ndent, well known in both the legal and 
the li world, pon. us a diverting growl on the miseries to 
which he is subjected owing to the imperfection with which his 
letters are copied. He cannot perceive any difference between 
his copying-press and letter-books and office lads and any other 

8, yet when he wants to read a tracing of a letter to 
anybody, “and to dwell with unction on its rounded periods,” 
his letter-book is apologetically handed to him, with the remark 
that ‘‘the letter has not come out very clearly,” but if he will 
put a sheet of white paper under it he may be able to make it 
out; which, he says, means, being interpreted, either that the 
page contains only the faintest reflection of anything at all, or 
that a word can now and again be detected floating in a black 
or purple sea. He wants to know whether we are not a little 

ind the times in the matter of copies of solicitors’ letters, 
and whether there is not some process which will make it pos- 
sible to retain a copy of a letter in a readable form. We have 

@ good many press copies of letters in our time in all 
sorts of handwritings, and the conclusions to which we have 
come are the somewhat obvious ones that the more ink there is 
on the letter the better is the copy, hence a somewhat thick and 


bold handwriting on the part of a clerk is desirable; and | as expenditure by him on insurance premiums is exempted ; or (3) 





secondly, that clearness in the one = indispensable to 
legibility of the copy. But we are bound to add that, even 
a both these requisites exist, we have seen press copies 
which are far from being easily legible. The explanation of this 
which has hitherto suggested = to us is rye myer 
the process of ‘press copying, and we suspect that occasio: , 
wen an unusual cuales of letters have to be copied, the most 
exemplary office boy is apt to err. It may be that the difficulties 
to which our ides fl. ver refers have led to the increased 
prevalence of written solicitors’ letters. These, we pre- 
sume, are copied by means of carbon sheets and transfer paper ; 
but as we have had no experience in carrying on this 
kind of correspondence, we should be glad to hear from corre- 
spondents whether the copies are satisfactory, and how they are 
dealt with so as to be indexed for reference. It may be preju- 
dice, but we do not remember to have seen a type-written letter 
of pleasing as The communication is generally huddled 
together at the top of the sheet in narrow lines, often with 
insufficient space between the words. — which may be 
of the greatest importance, are often illegible, the type-writing 
fiend apparently having a strong objection tothem. In abstracts 
of title and copies of deeds, which are now occasionally type- 
written, this peculiarity of the machine is a serious matter. 





Tue Sramp Acr, 1891, provides (section 88 (3) ) that no money 
to be advanced for the insurance of any property comprised in 
the security against damage by fire, or for keeping up any 
policy of life insurance comprised in the security, or for effecting 
in lieu thereof any new policy, or for the renewal of any grant 
or lease of any moray comprised in the security upon the 
dropping of any life whereon the property is held, shall be 
reckoned as forming of the amount in respect whereof the 
security is chargeable with ad valoremduty. And by sub-section 
(2) of the same section it is provided (as to legal mortgages 
for the first time) that where the total amount secured or to 
be ultimately recoverable is unlimited, the security is to be 
available for such an amount only as the ad valorem duty imposed 
thereon extends to cover, but where any advance or loan is made 
in excess of the amount covered by that duty, the security shall, 
for the purpose of stamp duty, be deemed to be a new and 
separate instrument, bearing date on the day on which the 

vance or loan is made. It has now become usual in mort- 
gages of buildings to extend the usual covenant by the mort- 

r to pay fire insurance premiums to keeping the buildings 
in substantial repair, and, of course, in these cases, the provision 
at the end of the covenant that all moneys expended by the 
mortgagee, his executors, administrators, or “ey for 
such pu , together with interest thereon at the rate, 
dell demand, be repaid to him or them by the 
mortgagor, his heirs, &c., and until such repayment shall be a 
charge upon all the premises hereby mortgaged, creates a o— 
on the property as soon as any money has been expended by the 
mortgagee on repairs. We believe that mortgages a 
this provision are not usually on their execution stamped wi 
extra duty in respect of expenditure on repairs; it is quite un- 
certain whether any will made. Moreover, we think that 
practitioners have generally considered that sub-section (2) of sec- 
tion 88, above quoted, applies to such a case as this ; the amount 
to be ultimately recoverable on a mortgage containing this charge 
is practically unlimited ; hence on the outlay on repairs being 
incurred, the deed can be stamped as a “new and separate 
instrument” on the amount of such outlay. We understand, 
however, that the authorities at Somerset House hold that 
section 88 is not applicable, and refuse to further stamp the 
mortgage without a penalty. The point should be borne in mind 
in the preparation of mo containing the provision re- 
ferred to, and they should be stamped with extra duty in respect 
of such an amount as it is aly may expended in repairs. 
ut, considering the prevalence e practice to which we have 
referred, we think it is worth while for the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society to consider whether, either (1) the point of 
the liability to penalty should be litigated, or (2) an effort should 
be made to obtain an amendment of the Stamp Act, 1890, which 
will free from duty expenditure by a mo; on repairs, just 
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the words of sub-section (2) should be altered so as to enable the 
mortgage to be further stamped without penalty when the 
expenditure is made. 


Tre case of Clutton v. aaa _ Son (reported elsewhere) 
in which a very elaborate judgmen ivered last Saturday 
by Wits, J., is an interesting example of the operation of 
section 7 (3) of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, which provides 
that where the payee of a is a fictitious or non-existing 
person, the bill may be treated as able to bearer. The 
circumstances out at which it arose aed a system of fraud 
of singular ingenuity and boldness. The plaintiffs are the well- 
known estate agents who have the management of the estates 
of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and Prrer, by whom the 
frauds were committed, was a clerk in their office. His modus 
operandi was to make out accounts for imaginary work done for 
the commissioners, and to obtain in payment cheques drawn by 
his principals in favour of imaginary persons. So successful 

fz he in carrying out this scheme that in the course of a few 








years he had netted the proceeds of 640 cheques for sums 
amounting altogether to about £18,000. The frauds might have 
been going on to this day but for the fact that Prezr at length 
attempted to pass through the estates management department 
an account for the planting of trees on an estate with which one 
of the clerks in the office happened to be acquainted. This 
led to discovery. A large number of the cheques were made 
payable to ‘“‘Gzorcz Brett,” and under this name Pirzr 
passed with Messrs. Arrzennoroven & Sons who cashed them 
for him. To some extent the proceeds of the cheques 
went to Messrs. ArrensorovcH’s pawnbroking and jewellery 
departments, but a considerable surplus was paid over to Pirer 
incash. It was to recover the value of these cheques that the 
By section 73 of the Bills of 


change Act a cheque is a bill of exchange drewn one benker 
| pe able on demand, and the provisions of the Act applicable to 
iis of exchange payable on Saad apply toa ue. Hence 
& cheque is subject to the same Gane Ul er cniemee Ober 
the payee is fictitious, and it may, therefore, be treated as pay- 
able to bearer. The judgment of Lord Herscuert in Bank of 
England v. Vagliano Brothers (39 W. R. 657; 1891, A. C,, p. 
{%6) shews that the provision of section 7 (3) of the Bills of 
Exchange Act is to be read literally, without any qualification 
in favour of a drawer of a cheque who has no knowledge that 
the payee is fictitious ; and Messrs. Arrennoroven were holders 
in due course and so acquired a good title, unless it could be 
shewn that the cheques were not taken by them in good faith. 
No such case was made by the plaintiffs, and Wits, J., held 
that their claim failed. Apart from the statute the result seems 
to be amply justified by the reasons put forward in the judg- 
ment. It is the drawer of the cheque whose duty it is to cettly 
that the payee is a real person, and his neglect to do this in the 
present case was the real cause of the loss. 











To FRONTAGERS and owners of premises on which private 
streets abut within urban districts the decision of Lord 
Russet, C.J., and Onartes, J., in the recent case of Zhe 
Barry and Cadoxton Local Board v. Parry is of very great 
importance. e decision comes to , that so long as a 
street remains a private street, that is, a street not repairable by 
the inhabitants at large, the frontagers can be called upon as 

( often as occasion may require to du the repairs that, in the 
opinion of the urban authority, may ee time A time be 
necessary in the paving, metalling, channelling an 
good of the Sadi, teiegh they cannot be called upon for the 
expenses of repairs to the sewers after the sewers have been 

ce made and approved of by the local authority, as sewerage 
repairs stand in a different position from the other irs. 
The question turns on the construction to be on 
sete 12 of the Public Health Act, 1875, (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 

ted shortly, that section provides that where any street within 
an urban district (not being a highway irable by the in- 
habitants at large) is not sewered, levelled, paved, metalled, 


flagged, channelled, and made good, or is not lighted to the | la 


satisfaction of the urban authority, such authority may require 





the owners or occupiers to sewer, pave, &c., and make good the 
same; and if the owners or occupiers do not comply with the 
order, then the urban authority may execute the works and re- 
cover the expenses from the owners or occupiers. This being 
the provision, the question arose in this way: The respondent’s 

ecessor in title was the owner of premises which he wished to 
y out as streets for building purposes, and i he 

and submitted plans, which were of by the th 
ocal authority. The streets were laid out and the houses built, 


and were soon afterwards and the works were completed 
according to the and the local authority were satisfied. 
A new urban authority succeeded to the former authority, and 
the new authority expressed no dissatisfaction as to the state of 
the streets, but about three years afterwards they gave tho 
respondent, as owner, notice that the roads req certain 
repairs as to the paving, metalling, and channelling. The re- 


spondent failing to do the the authority executed the 
works required, and now sought to recover the expenses 
from the mdent as owner. The owner met this 
demand by saying that as he had done the works once to the 
satisfaction of the local authority, and as the new urban 
authority expressed no dissatisfaction, he was no longer liable 
for the expenses of making good the roads, and the county 
court judge before whom the matter came adopted this view 
and gave judgment for the owner, except as to one item 
which was admitted. 





THe county court judge seems to have been misled by, 
certain cases which relate to sewers only, the cases of Jonella 
v. The Twickenham Local Board (36 W. R. 50, 20 Q. B. D. 63), 
and Hornsey Local Board v. Davis (1893, 1 Q. B. 756). The 
effect of these cases is that where the local authority is once 
satisfied with the sewers in a private street, and the street is 
once sewered to their satisfaction, any further repairs of the 
sewers falls, not on the frontagers, but on the general district 
rate. It was ed for the frontager in this case that the 
principle of these decisions as to sewers applied equally to the 
other repairs of the road, such as paving, metalling, channelling, 
&c., upon the ground that section 150 speaks of “ sewering,’ 

ving, metalling, &c., thereby putting sewering on the same 
Soar cathe er repairs. But as the court pointed out, there 
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of such local authority, and by section 15 the local 
authority is bound to keep all sewers in repair. There 
are thus special ions dealing with sewers, 


which vest them in the local authority and which impose 
upon the local authority the duty of carrying out subsequent 
repairs, and it was in consequence of such special provisions 
that the Court of Appeal came to the decision arrived at with 
regard to sewers in the above ae age there patent neg 
special provisions with to the paving, ng, 
tre Raggio per wa good the road, and 

to the decision in the case now before us of Zhe Barry 
Board v. Parry, the frontagers or owners are liable as often as 
they may be called upon by the local authority for the repairs 
to such road—except as to the sewers—even though the road 
has once been made to the satisfaction of the authority ; 
and this liability of the frontagers continues unless and until 
ah nar Bae having been made good to the satisfaction of 
the local authority, has been duly declared by the authority, 
under the provisions of section 152, to be a highway 

by the inhabitants at large. . When the street caine a 

ne under this section, the liability of the frontagers ceases 
and such liability is thenceforth im upon the urban 
authority. , 
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annexed are absolutely void, and may consequently be disre- 
ed (per Linviey, L.J., 1894, 2 Ch., at pp. 196, 197). A 

oe ong line of cases shews that this exception has proved a great 
On stumbling block to testators, but the considered judgment 
Vv recently given by the House of Lords in Wharton v. Masfermian 
acter (W- N., 1895, p. 56) has given it the sanction of the highest 
authority in one class of cases of constant occurrence —viz., 

where the donor tries to postpone the beneficiary’s enjoyment of 

the donor’s bounty beyond the period of its vesting in posses- 

sion under his gift. The leading case is Saunders v. Vautser (4 

Beav. 115, Or. & Ph. 240), and the rule is stated by Woon, 

V.C., in Gosling v. Gosling (Johns. 265), where he says: ‘‘ The 

principle of this court has always been to recognize the right of 

all persons who attain the age of twenty-one to enter upon the 

absolute use and enjoyment of the property given to them by a 

will, notwithstanding any directions by the testator to the effect 

that they are not to enjoy it until a later age—urless during 

the interval the property is given for the benefit of er. If 

the property is once their's, it is useless for the testator to 

attempt to impose any fetter upon their enjoyment of it in full 

assoon as they attain twenty-one” (p. 272). In Wharton v. 

Masterman, affirming the decision of Srreuine, J., and the Court 

of Appeal in Harbin v. Masterman (1894, 2 Ch. 184), HerscueEtt, 

L.C., after quoting the above passage, observed, “The point 

seems, in the first instance, to have been rather assumed than 

decided. It was apparently regarded as a necessary consequence 

of the conclusion that a gift had vested, that the enjoyment of 

it must be immediate on the beneficiary becoming sui juris, and 

could not be postponed until a later date unless the testator had 

made some other destination of the income during the interven- 

ing pal but his lordship recognized the doctrine as finally 





Ir appears from the decision of the Court of Appeal this week 
oterw in Sarson v. Roberts that, while there is an agreement implied+ 
¥ upon the letting of a furnished house that the house is fit for 












habitation, thé agreement will not be extended so as to make 
the lessor tee the continued fitness of the house during 











. The case in question related to the letting of fur- 


the 
niahed Tod ings, but the same principles are applicable as in the 
ling of whofe house. At the time when the plaintiff and 
his y entered into occupation, the lodgings, so the jury 
found, were healthy, but shortly afterwards there was infectious 
- disease among the residents in the house, and the infection 
_ to the plaintiff's family. No information of the existence 
the disease was given to the plaintiff, so as to afford him a 
chance of avoiding the risk. The Court of Appeal held that he 
had no remedy on the implied agreement for fitness for occupa- 
tion. The decision accords with the somewhat grudging 
measure which the courts have dealt out to tenants. Marrable v. 
Smith (11 M. & W. 5) might perhaps have warranted the 
usion that there is an implied covenant of fitness 
for occupation on the letting of all houses, whether furnished 
or unfurnished, but Wilson v. Finch-Hatton (2 Ex. D. 336) settled 
that it exists only in the case of furnished houses. As to these, 
however, the covenant might not unnaturally be thought to be 
co-extensive with the period of occupation. A man who takes a 
furnished house does not expect to have to overhaul the sanita- 
tion from time to time; and still less when he takes furnished 
lodgings for a short period does he expect to have to keep a 
watch on the landlord’s management of the house. However, 
to the Court of Appeal it has seemed otherwise, and a tenant of 
furnished lodgings or of a furnished house has no remedy for 
defects arising after he has entered into occupation. At this 
time of the year the lesson of the case may be serviceablé. 











The profession of the law, says the S/. James Gazette, has not produced 
many famous cricketers, but three of its representatives are among the 
most brilliant exponents of the game. Mr. A. G. Steel now rarely plays 
kee matches, but the memory of his achievements at Lords in 
the University match and for Lancashire, will live as long as cricket lasts. 
Mr. H. T. Hewett captained Somerset fora number of seasons. Mr. W. 







FALSE STATEMENTS CONCERNING PARLIA- 


MENTARY CANDIDATES. 
Amonc the Acts which received the royal assent on Saturday 


The Act is intended to sheet the publication, of biographical 
The Act is intended to check the publication of biographi 
details about Parliamentary candidates for which there is no 
foundation in fact, and, in common with other similar legisla. 
tion, tends to deprive Parliamentary elections of their old 
character of political carnivals. 

Section 1 enacts that ‘‘any person who, or the directors of any 
body or association corporate, which, before or during any Par- 
liamentary election, for the pur. of affecting the return 
of any candidate at such election, make or publish any false 
statement of fact in relation to the personal character or conduct 
of 8 an illegal practice within 
the meaning of the provisions 0: rrupt and Lllegal Prac- 
tices Prevention Act, 1883, andshal]. be subject to al the penal- 
Con dee and consequences of committing an illegal practice if the 
sal ; and the said Act shall be taken to be 
amended as if the illegal practice defined by this Act had been 
contained therein.”’ 

Thus the offence which is aimed at is the making of any false 
statement of fact in relation to the nal character or conduct 
of the fcandidate, provided this is done for the purpose of 
affecting his return. The intention with which an act is done is 
often a matter of obscurity, but in the case of persons who are 
taking an active part in an electoral contest there will be no 
great difficulty in satisfying the proviso. Any statement ad- 
verse to the opposing candidate may be rdasonably inferred % 
be made for the pur; is-return. The words 
“false statement of fact in relation to the personal character or 
conduct’’ of the candidate are obviously meant to include all 
false statements as to acts done by him which would be likely 
[to lower him in public estimation, though it may be a question 

Ow far they apply to false statements as to his opinions. 
Statements as to opinions on matters purely political can hardly 
be said to relate to personal character or conduct. It is a 
a matter of indifference to a man’s character whether he is a 
Home Ruler or a Unionist, whether he is for or against a 
second chamber or the hereditary principle in legislation. But 
opinions on religious or moral questions stand on a different 
footing, and to say of a man that he holds atheistical opinions 
is a statement of fact which, if false, may properly be treated as 
an offence within the Act. Probably the words ‘‘of fact” are 
superfluous, and the Act is really aimed at false statements 
touching personal character or conduct. In any case it will be 
wise for political partizans to confine their remarks about the 
opposing candidates, whether written, printed, or spoken, to the 
=? ere of pure politics. Anything beyond this may easily bring 
them, by virtue of the present Act, within the penalties of the 
Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883. By section 
10 of that Act any person guilty of an illegal practice is liable 
on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding £100, and is 
incapable, during a period of five years from the date of his 
conviction of being registered as an elector or voting at any elec- 
tion, Parliamentary or otherwise, within the county or borough 
in which the illegal practice has been committed. 

_ It would be too much, however, to require persons interested 
in elections to guarantee the truth of every statement they 
make. The mischief to be suppressed is the malicious or reck- 
less dissemination of emma statements. Every candidate 
who comes before a constituency submits his character to public 
criticism, and there is no need to give him special protection 
against bond fide assertions. Hence section 2 of the Act provides 
that no person shall be deemed to be guilty of the illegal prac- 
tice defined in section 1 if he can shew that he had reasonable 
grounds for belieyi d did beli 
him to_be true. The section also introduces the provision— 
now upon the creation of new offences, although Parlia- 
ment has no time to make the law consistent with regard to 
existing offences—that a person charged under the Act shall be 
competent to give evidence in answer to the charge. 
Section 3 of the Act enables the High Court to interfere, by 
“is 
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H. is @ solicitor, and succeeded Lord Harris as captain of the 
Kent eleven. 





injunction, with the j false statement;—and—it 
interesting with reference to the culty which has been 
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experienced in the exercise of the similar jurisdiction in the case | Brerr, L.J., whether upon receipt by him of the purchase- 
JA- of libel. The High Court has undou Sbtedly jurisdiction to | money from the purchaser the se ee ee 
restrain a libel by interlocutory injunction, but the exercise of | back the amount they had epee on the a Casteltarn 
the jurisdiction is discretionary, and an interlocutory injunction Triton (11 Q. B. D. 880), office the 
atus day will not be granted save in the clearest cases—practically where, pt, and with success. The Court of eg ae laid stress on 
ti, 1895, if a jury did not find the matter complained of to be libellous, | the principle that a contract of fire inowence_is a contract 
‘aphical the court would set aside the verdict as unreasonable: Bernard | of indemnity, ud_they_held. ve: 
oem v. Perryman (39 W. R. 435; 1891, 2 Ch. 269). But in applica- onefit ¢ hich th 
legisla. tion WNGEF the present Act a different rule is to prevail, and it hic! 
eir old will be sufficient for the applicant to give primd facie proof of suce yd the purchaser in the naa 
the falsity of the statement. Thus it is provided that “‘ Any | action he was now com to refund to the insurance office. 
s of any person who shall make or publish any false statement of fact as| This decision restored the vendor to his proper position, and 


ny false ment or any false statement of a similar character in rela- 
conduet tion to such candidate, and for the purpose of granting an interim 


ny Par- aforesaid may be he ny 
return é the h Court of Jiistice from any repetition of such false 


. Within injunction primd facie proof of the falsity of the statement shall 











ul Prac be sufficient.” 
) penal- Section 4 places a check upon the operation of the Act in 
b 1 the cases where the false statement has been made by an agent of a 
| to “be eandidate other than his election agent. The election will not 
d been be avoided, nor will the candidate suffer for the illegal practice 
involved in the false statement, unless he or his election agent 
iy false has authorized or consented to it, or has paid for the circulation 
onduet of the false statement, or unless, upon the hearing of an elec- 
ose of tion petition, it is reported that the election was ured or 
done is materially assisted in consequence of the oF publication 
yho are of the talee statement. The offender is, of course, 2, Hable under 
1 be no the Act, but the candidate, except in the cases just mentioned, 
ent ad. is saved from the disastrous results which ordinarily follow on 
= the commission of illegal practices by their agents. 
vcter or 
ude all 
» likely FIRE POLICIES AND THE TRANSFER OF PROPERTY. 
Per pat Tue recent decision of Cuartzs, J., in Heclesiastical Commissioners 


hardly v. Royal Exchange Semurente Corporation (ante, p- 98) emphasince 
rig the importance of a g carefully to the state of the insur- 






, is 7 ance against fire upon any re of buildings. It is_well- 
Jot i sttled law that upon a sale o s the : rom the 
> | date 2 risk If the 
ferent gs down before completes the purchaser i is, 
. emai, aaaees to pay the vendor the full purchase-money. 


vinions In Paine v. (6 Ves. 349), the earliest case usually referred 


ne y,¢ to on the su = there was a policy in existence at the date of 


oni the contract, but it expired before completion, no notice of the 
vill be expiry being given to the purchaser. Lord Etpon, O., ~ 
that the purchase-money must be paid, and that, in 











rut the 
give the purchaser notice, the vendor neglected no duty rasa 

Va : lg The purchaser, observed the Lord Chancellor, had bought 
of the the house, not the benefit of any existing ; and he was 
A yo not entitled to suppose that the risk of fire be guarded 
liable against by the vendor. 
a a In that case, since there was no pol in existence at the | i 
of his time of the loss, the question which in more recent 
y elec- times agitated—How the polic Pook money ought to be applied? 
neue —did not arise. But in Poo dams (12 W. 683) 

8 Kixversizy, V.C., dealt with it, ad h t, in the absence 
= ‘of any contract giving the purchaser the benefit of the assur- 
t they ‘ance, the_vendor was still entitled to receive Page | 2 
- reck- money nougn ; mone 





Pr Secured by the t cy. Assuming i ; entitled to 
a retain the Stee -moneys as against the peomncenl office, thie 





vendor’s standpoint of 


for the benefit of the p 


authority (Dart 


his primd facie loss is 
entered into a contract 


him from the obli 





J. Py 8. 477), that this 
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the 


J 23 <7), eat Sie eee Se mye ap 
Glas Favertnent  Resiely, Ta App. Gan D. 716), ‘But 


rrrmetegwghecnt 


he was no longer allowed to make a profit out of the purchaser's 
misfortune, but it threw serious doubt 5 ay the safety from the 
y 


the stipulation which prudent pur- 


ig 1 ulation, 
namely, that, pending completion, the existing policy should be 


This, of course, did not enable 


the purchaser to sue upon the policy, but it effectually bound 
the vendor to beat § over tothe 







an manage me ee 


that Is paid he bas an insurable interest which. entitles him to 
claim against the office, and none the less because the position 
of the purchaser is such that the eee oe 
be forthooming(olingridae Assurance O' 
tion, supra = Er wo 
fruat for = See, if there was a stipulation to that effect, 
and would have to account to, him for it on completion by way 
of set-off against the purchase-money. But how this liability 
would square with his liability on completion to restore the 
policy moneys to the office has not yet been determined. It is 
at least arguable that the liability continues, aeiananketons 
payment to the purchaser, and this view is taken in a work of high 
s Vendors and Purchasers, 6th ed., pp. 197, spe 
Tt is to bo observed that the vendor gots his p urchase-money 


which he is bound to pay away 


the policy moneys to the purchaser does not necessarily absol 


satisfied, steer ryan 


to refund them to the office. The point ' 


will be an interesting one if ever it comes up for decision 
the meantime the fact that the doubt exists should make vendors 
chary of assenting to the stipulation in question. 

In the absence of such a sti eS urchaser 
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ful consideration (Per Lord Watson in WV, 
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and Ohapero saee ral Pogo 


of September, 1894. In erg Ny a scheme pt a 
Ecclesiastical Commission 58 







public -result is manifest! : 
fer y unjust, and it might plausibly be avoided council ratifying the echeme:was made on the 7th of A: 1894, 
nay by holding the vendor to be a trustee a moneys for the | and published in the London Gasette on the 17th of the same 

cand guorx A suggestion to this effect was made in Cuplinarsidge mon’ By the scheme other ne Soe ae i ar way 
Bars al Exchan ee Corporation (3 Q. B. D. 178), of consideration from the i to the Dean and 
de by Hl weit ingly sup AMES, L.J., in his dissentient judg-| Chapter. The buildings transferred to the Commissioners were 
— ‘ment in ner v. Pr, (18 Oh. D. 1); but it was rejected by | destroyed by fire on the ae ee ee 
Darling the majorite of the Cou rt of Appeal (¢ ( iN ney Bag L.JJ.) | the 19th of August. Onantezs, J., held that under the - 
ah ta in that case, and it has ever since been regarded. as settled thes, astical Commission 1868, the effect of the Order in Council 
all be {= the absence poe TSS eee as settled set xpress stip 

ee astical Commissi 

re, by o decision in Rayner v. Preston, however, not leave the 
itis vendor in secure possession 0: { the advantage hhe seemed to have had 








leon acquired. Beat oan: was expressed both by Corron, L.J., and 
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no assignment of the policy, the Ecclesiastical Commissioners | gant should ever savtemaiote 80 pay ony a crime as the attach. . 
: ; . | ment of a bishop, it would be well for to consider wheth 
ee a that_the only satisfac bishop is entitled to a writ of summons to the House of Lords ph 


The result suggests that t : 
tory way of deali is to alter the law in such 
a er as to make the policy run with the land. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Brits Passep intro Law.—On the 6th inst. the Royal Assent was 

iven to the Appropriation, Volunteers (Military Service), Distress 
Testniment, Mortgagees’ Costs, Friendly Societies, Market Gar- 
deners’ Compensation, Industrial and Provident Societies Act (1893) 
Amendment, Fires (False Alarms), Extradition, Colonial Boundaries, 
Naval Works, Factories and Workshops, Isle of Man (Customs), 
Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women), Corrupt and Illegal Prac- 
tices Act (1883) Amendment, Naturalization (Residence Abroad), 
Judicial Committee Amendment Bills, and to a large number of 
local Bills. 





REVIEWS. 

INCOME TAX. 
Tae Law RELATING TO INCOME TAX, WITH THE STATUTES, FoRMs, 
AND DECIDED CASES IN THE CoURTS OF ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND 


IRELAND. By ARTHUR RoBINsON, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons. 


Mr. Robinson has produced a valuable book on a subject of 
importance to all taxpayers, and of difficulty to most of them. Here 
all will find what all want to know—their liabilities, and how to avoid 
ner ayo The book commences with an admirable introduction, 

ich gives a general view of the whole matter, including the 
historical aspect. The arrangement adopted seems as good as any 
other could be, though none, perhaps, could be quite ideal. The 
cases are collected under the different sections of the Acts to which 
they refer, which naturally leads to a little repetition, though this is 
better than too much cross-reference. 

Since the book was published we have had the decisions of 
Manchester, &c., v. McAdam (1895, 1.Q. B. 673), which decided that 
the exémption under Schedule A does not extend to a public library 
founded under the Public Libraries Act, and R. v. Commisioners, &c. 
1896, 2 Q. B. 123) deals with the question of the right of the owner 
of a tithe rent charge to appeal from an assessment which injures 
him under Schedule 8, sections 1 of the Act of 1891. Here, indeed, 
we come. across an inexplicable omission in an otherwise excellent 
work, where is there any reference to this Tithe Act, which wrought 
so important a change in the primary obligation to pay the tithe ? 

Another omission is that there is no mention of the co tion 
duty, which was imposed in 1585 by 48 & 49 Vict. c. ST, s. iT and 
which, though not called an income tax, and though imposed be- 
cause corporations pay no death duties, is in fact as much an income 
tax as that to which the name is usually confined. We should also 





have liked to see Peareth v. Marriott (22 Ch. D. 182) among the 
cases quoted on the question as to the gift of an annuity by will free 


of income tax. 

In conclusion, we have only to say that in the next edition we 
should be glad to have a little more of Mr. Robinson himself, for we 
feel that ‘his intimacy with the subject would make his own opinions 
valuable to others—for instance, he might give us his advice as to 
whether farmers should make a return under Schedule B or D, and 
point out what are the special disadvantages in bad years, when 
money is scarce, of making returns on the average of the three past 
years. And it would have cost very little more trouble to give addi- 
joer references to the cases cited—a very important matter to legal 

ers. 





CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


ConTEMPT oF CourT: CoMMITTAL, AND ATTACHMENT, AND ARREST 
Upon CIvIL Process IN THE SUPREME CoURT OF JUDICATURE, 
WITH THE PRACTICE AND Forms. By JAMES Francis Oswaxp, 
Q.C, Sxconp Epirion. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


We welcome the second edition of this useful book, with which no 
one with any extensive practice in the civil courts can well dispense. 
Many additions and some corrections have, it is stated, been made, 
and the cases brought down to date. Lveret v. Williams, the cele- 
brated partnership action between highwaymen, which Mr. Oswald 

uotes at pp. 41 and 84, was a real case, and the records will be 
Sound akotiacted in Vol. IX. of the Law Quarterly Review (p. 197). 
The case of Diade v. Gray, noted on p. 158, was a case of consent, 
and‘even so it can hardly be of any authority after Reg. v. Brompton 
Court, &c., in the Court of Appeal (18 Q. B. D. 213), and we see that 
the author says it is not in accordance with the practice. If a liti- 











as, though it is not so stated by Mr. Oswald, we assume that the 
ancient privilege only applies to those with seats in the Upper Houge, 

To make the work absolutely complete we have two suggestions to 
make. The first is that reference should be made to the preservation 
by section 24, sub-section 5 of the Judicature Act, 1873, of the power 
to order a soy of brvecedin ss where a party is in contempt, and to 

@ cases w ave been decided on the proper exercise of that 
power, and in particular to Re Wickham, Marony v. Taylor, 35 W. BR. 
525, 35 Ch. D. 272. We also ti at it would be well to include 
the power to attach for contempt in criminal matters, the law op 
which subject is very sbort and clear. Since the book has been pub- 
lished the case of Fereday (ante, p. 601; W. N., 1895, p. 108) hes 
been decided, and’sho marked up on pp. 128 and 157. 
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BILLS OF LADING. 


A TREATISE ON THE Law oF Brits oF Lapinc. By Evuceng 
LEGGETT, Solicitor and Notary Public. SzconD EpiTion. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

This work contains a careful and detailed statement of the law 
relating to bills of lading. Part 1 deals with the nature of a bill of 
lading and its legal incidents. Probably it would be an assistance to 
the reader if the relation between the bill of lading and the contract 
of affreightment were stated at the outset instead of being deferred 
till p. 54. The Bills of Lading Act, 1855, speaks of the ‘‘ contract 
contained in the bill of lading,” but, as was pointed out by Lord 
Bramwell in Sewell v. Burdick (10 App. Cas., p. 105), the bill of 
lading 1s not the contract, though it is evidence e 
@ con Ww as previously en’ into. 
there is a ¢ = @ r document operates as the con 
and it is then @ on how far the 0 ce of 
terms differing from those of the charter-party, or whether it does 
not operate as a mere receipt for the goods shipped. It would seem 
from the judgment of Lord Esher, M.R., in Rodocanachi v. Milburn 
(18 Q. B. D., p. 75) that, as between shipowners and charterers, the 
bill of lading is a mere receipt, though upon indorsemept it shews 
the terms of the contract on which the indorsee must rely as between 
himself and the shipowner. It ie difficult, however, to see how the 
contract can differ as it affects the charterer or the indorsee, and in 
Gullischen v. Stewart Bros. (13 Q. B. D., p. 318) Lord Esher 
had previously observed that the contract by a bill of i 
was different from .a contract by a charter-party. 0O 
these apparently conflicting dicta Mr. Leggett does not seem to 
offer any explanation. The bulk of the work is occupied by Part 3, 
which discusses the legal effect of the several clauses and stipulations 
in the bill of lading. Mr. Leggett would have rendered considerable 
help to his readers had he split up the text into chapters. The book 
runs on for some 400 pages without break of any kind, and the 
change of subjects is insufficiently emphasized by the marginal notes. 
Amongst recent cases of importance which are noticed in that part 
are Budgett v. Binnington (25 Q. B. D. 320), on the liability of 
freighter to pay demurrage, notwithstandin 


; é2 Z App. ; , With its expost 

the extent of the exception of perils of the sea. The fourth 
deals with the rights and liabilities of the several 
bill of lading, and is concerned largely with the Bills of Lading Act, 
1855. The substance of the work is good, though in form and 
arrangement it is capable of improvement. 
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LAW OF AUCTIONS. 


BaTeMAN’s Law oF Avcrions; WiTH Forms, PRECEDENTS, AND 
SratuTes. SEVENTH Epirion. By Parrick F. Evans, LL.M, 
Barrister-at-law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

This work has been before the public since 1838, and has become 

a recognized authority on the subject with which it deals, The 

present edition has been improved by the excision of unnecessary 

matter, and has been thoroughly brought up to date. The Sale of 

Goods Act, 1893, is frequently referred to in the text, and is printed 

at length in the appendix. Among the subjecte affecting auctioneers 

which have been recently discussed in the courts is the liability of 
an auctioneer for the wrongful conversion of goods. To guard 
against such liability the auctioneer is bound to be careful that his 
principal is either the owner of the goods or is at least entitled to 
dispose of them by virtue of the Factors Act, 1889. What amounts ] 
to a conversion is a question not always easy to answer. “lam 
never very confident,” said Lord Bramwell in Natignal Mercantile 

Bank v. Rymill (44 L. T. 767), “as to what is or ig not conversion.” 

But 80 feF-aF concerns auctioneers it seems safe to say that any 

delivery of ion by the euctioneer.on a sale by him will bl 
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auctioneer simply sells without being in 
escapes liability (per Bramwell, L.J., in C. hy 


ev. pol W. R.z 
776); and so where, although he has possession an ivers the 
s toa purchaser, this is not done in pursuance of a sale effected 


himself ‘National Mercantile Bank v. Ryn, supra). But the 
decision of Collins, J., im Consolidated Co. ¥. Curtis (40 W. R. 426 ; 
1892, 1 Q. B. 495) shews th is no escape it hb 
delivers possession. The authorities on this important point are duly 
noted by Mr. Evans (pp. 280-283), and also the cases—Sc v. 
Brogk (64 L. T. 674) and Le Lievre v. Gould (41 W. RB. ; 1893, 
ro. B. 491)—which have established that a surveyor or valuer is not 
liable for negligence to ms with whom he has no con 
relation. The book is clear and practical, and has been carefully 
revised in the present edition. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Treatise on the Law of Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale, with an 
sppendix containing the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883-1890; General 
Rules, Forms, Scale of Costs and Fees; Rules under Section 122 ; 
Deeds of Arrangement Acts, 1887-1890; Rules and Forms ; Board of 
Trade and Court Orders; Debtors Acts, 1869-1878; Rules and 
Forms; Bills of Sale Acts, 1878-1891, &c., &. By Epwarp T. 
Batpwin, M.A., Barrister-at-law. Seventh edition. Stevens & 
Haynes. 

A New Guide for Articled Clerks. By Horace W. Srirr, LL,B., 
solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Parochial Assessment Rules, with Notes of Decided Cases on the 
Law of Rating for the use of Assessment Committees and Overseers. 
By Harris P. CLEeAvER, clerk to the West Derby Union, Frank 
RoHRWEGER, Barrister-at-Law, and W. J. Sparrow, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law, ‘to which are appended the Union Assessment 
Committee Acts of 1862-1864, with Notes and References to Cases. 
A Digest of the Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869, with Cases and 
Orders thereunder, and Tables, shewing Rateable Value deduced from 
Gross Estimated Rental on Sums from *£1 to £2,000. Second 
edition. Hadden, Best & Co. 


Chronological Table of Public General Acts in Force, 20 Hen, 3 
1235) to 57 & 58 Vict., 1894. By Pau StricKLanp, Barrister-at- 
w. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I am glad to see Mr. Arthur C. Smith’s letter in your issue 
of the 6th of July. 

Already a meeting of the Land Transfer Committee of the York- 
shire Law Society had been summoned, and at our meeting on 
Monday we decided to send out a circular letter to the different 
parliamentary candidates in Yorkshire, of which I enclose you a 
copy, stating that they were probably aware that the vast majority 
of the solicitors in this country, s ing in the interests of their 
clients, were strongly opposed to the system ,of registration of titles 
under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, being made compulsory, upon 
the ground (inter alia) that such a course would be dilatory and 
expensive to the public in its results, and that the evidence recently 

en before a select committee upon the subject was fully reported 
in the Sotictrors’ JOURNAL and appeared to bestrongly against such 
a change in the law, and asking if they would oppose any such altera- 
tion in the law until complete evidence should have been taken on the 
mbject, and also as to the working of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
and should have proved that the proposed change would be beneficial 
to the public, and asking for a reply at their earliest convenience. 

The very best thanks of the profession are due to the Souicrrors’ 
JourNAL for the very able manner in which the evidence before the 
Select Committee of the House of Commons on this Bill has been 
teported. J. T. ATKINSON, 

President of the Yorkshire Law Society. 

Churchyard, Selby, July 10, 

[The following is the circular referred. to :— 

Yorkshire Law Society, 
3, Blake-street, 
York, 8th July, 1895. 


LAND TRANSFER BILL. 

a hee sega ge ded erg of the Solicitors in this 
, Speaking in the interests of their clients, are strongl 
to the system of Registration of Titles. under the | 

sfer Act, 1875, being made , upon the ground, 


Dear Sir, 


e both sells and 


possession, it seems that he ive to the public in its results. The evidence recently taken 
aeee-« ; subject ‘s Selly: sapected tn the 


a Select Committee upon the 
Soiicrrors’ JOURNAL, and appears to us to be strongly against such 


@ change in the Law. 

In these circumstances the Land Transfer Committee of the York- 
shire Law Society desire to ask if you will oppose any such alteration 
in the Law until complete evidence shall have been taken on the sub- 
ject, and also as to the working of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and 
7 nel cg that the proposed change would be beneficial to 

ublic. 
e shall be glad to have your reply to this at your earliest con- 


venience,— Yours truly, 
J. T. Arxnyson, President. 
Henry Venn Scott, Hon. Seo, 





PRESS COPIES OF LETTERS. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—As compared with the learned subjects usually discussed in 
your columns this letter is addressed to a very humble topic; but I 
have been driven to such despair by the abiding source of misery 
which I ask you to ventilate that I really must crave your indul- 


ce. 
i > in the world is a solicitor to keep readable copies of all letters 
ispatched from his office ? 

say “all” advisedly, because, of course, some letters will come 
out successfully from the ordeal of the press and of the uncertain 
genius of the office boy. But the exceptions are, in my own case at 
all events, distracting. 
It does not seem to make ae See whether letters are type- 
written or hand re or Ww _ is used, or what of 
language is emplo to point moral after 
endeavour to coca enbenatinth in the future. 
traceable to the ye custodian of my press (or 
would, I suppose, be followed by an action) nor an 
decessor of his in my office. at ga sap Prager 
between my press and letter- and office lads any other 
solicitor’s press and letter-books and office , 
inspect the appli of my brethren whenever I 
outer office. It simply is a fact that constantl 
a tracing of a letter to anybody, and to d 
rounded periods, and have him 


eee 


brought to me with hesitating footsteps and guilty mien, an apologetic 
sheotof white per is inserted at the selected e, and I am told 
that the letter has not come out very clear, but if I put the paper 


under it I may be able to make it out. pics gees banger pe 
either that the page contains only the faintest reflection of i 
at all, or that a word can now and again be detected i 
black or purple sea. 

Of course I am aware that the sheets of the letter-book 
be too and must not be too wet, and that there are o 
ments to be observed ; but does any solicitor 
such a perfect instrument and a model 
his — come out, with = —_ 

so, I would respectfully wean from 

at any figure that he likes to mention, provid 
sum to me. 

In sober earnest, are we not a 
— or has someone discovered 
er observation, 
your colimns to suffering h 
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with posts that come in all day 
am on the point of going ho 
use of by a feverish generation, 
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smongst other reasons, that such a course will be dilatory and 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
MACIVER v. BURNS—No. 2, 5th July. 


Practrice—W rir—Service—' Paxson CaArnyInG ON BUSINESS WITHIN THE 
Junispicrion rx A NAME OTHRR THAN HIS OWN Name’’— DgrenDANT 
Domictixp 1x Scotuann—R. 8. C., XLVIIL.a, 11. 


Appeal of the defendant from a decision of the Vice-Chancellor of the 
County Palatine refusing to set aside service of the writ in the action. 
The plaintiffs, Messrs. Maclver and the defendant, Sir John Burns, had 
formerly been in partnership under the name of the Ol yde Steam Naviga- 
tion Co., and the plaintiffs brought this action for an account of such 

rship. The defendant, who was sued as G. & J. Burns, was a 
pee me Scotchman and carried on business in Liverpool as G. & J. 
rship articles were entered into by the defendant in 
his own name and not in the name of G. & J. Burns. The writ was served 
upon the manager of the defendant’s business in Liverpool. The defend- 
ant moved to set aside the service of the writ, but the Vice-Chancellor 
refused the motion. The defendant appealed, and contended that the 
rule relied upon by the plaintiffs had no application to the present case, 
and that Russell v..Cambefort (37 W. R. 701, 23 Q. B. = 526) and St. 
Gobain, Chauney Girer Ter. Hoyermann "s Agency (41 W. R. 563; 1893, 2 
QrE. Oy cele shewed that the service of the writ was bad. The 
plaintiffs relied on a rule of the Palatine Court identical with rule 11 of 
order 48a of the Rules of the Supreme Court, which is as follows: ‘‘ Any 
person carrying on business within the jurisdiction in a name or style 
other than his own name may be sued in such name or style as if it were 
a firm name ; and, so far as the nature of the case will permit, all rules 
relating to proceedings against firms shall apply.” They distinguished 
St. Gobain, Chauney, § Cirey Co. v. Hoyermann’s Agency, on the ground that 
in that case the defendant was a foreigner, not a Scotchman subject to the 
authority of Parliament. 

Tue Covrt (Lixpiey, Lorgs, and Riesy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linnury, L.J., said that the proper parties to the action were the 
partners themselves. Sir J. Burns was not described in the partnership 
articles as G. & J. Burns, and if he could be served with the writ in this 
action at all, it must be under order 11, which provided for service out of 
the jurisdiction. But it was said he could be served under rule 11 of order 
48a. The first ten rules of that order related to partnership. It was 
necessary to frame some new rules with regard to partnership, and these 
rules had unquestionably altered the law to this extent, that if two 
partners carried on business in this country they could be sued in the 
firm name, and execution could issue against the partnership assets in this 
eountry. Rule 11, however, had nothing to do with partners but dealt 
with individuals. The rules as to partners, when applied to individuals, 
would not work, and in St. Gobain, Chauney, ¢ Cirey Co. v. Hoyermann’s 
Agency the Court of Appeal had held that the rule did not apply to 
fi Rule 11 was intended to apply to persons attempting to 
conceal their own names. The words ‘‘as if it were a firm name” were 
the key to the case. If Sir J. Burns had had a partner in Liverpool the 
plaintiffs could not have sued the firm. A mistake had been made, and if 
the court were to uphold the Vice-Chancellor’s decision, they would be 
Po @ very unjust course, and one that would cause an outcry in 


Lorgs and Riery, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Sir R. Webster, Q.C., and 
P. 0. Lawrence ; Cosens- Hardy, Q.C., and 7. R. Hughes. Soxicrrors, 
Batesons, Warr, § Wimshurst, for Moncrieff’, Barr, Paterson, § Co., Glasgow ; 
Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Hill, Dickinson, Dickinson, § Hill, Liverpool. 

[Reported by Azwoup Grover, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re BANKS AND JAMES’S TRADE-MARK 52,762—Ohitty, J., 5th July. 


Trapr-mark—Recistration—‘‘ Fancy Worp nor 1x Common Use”— 
“SHaxerere’’ Crcars—Parents, Desicns, AND Trapr-Marxs Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), s. 64, suB-sEcTION (1.) (c). 


Messrs. Anstie tosnees manufacturers, of 







‘ v cé spere 

se ga he k was Tegistered in 1886 tO “the ov ey 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883. It appeared that the a plicants 
had since 1888 sold cigarettes ‘of their own manufacture heir 
name and also the word ‘ Shak ,” and Messrs. Banks & oan. 
the owners of the registered mark (who were tobacco manufacturers at 
Se had commenced injunction proceedings against Messrs. Anstie 

the infringement of their mark, pe also of another mark (170,264), 
nahin te 1893, and consisting ot ** Shakspere ”” and a oe These 
proceedings were still pending. It was e 
that td word ** ——_ e e 








Act. It was submitted contra that the word was within den 64, because 
it suggested simply the name of the poet, which was a fancy word not in 
common use in reference to the article to which it was applied: Re Van 
a ce a (35 W. R. 294, 34 Ch. D. 623) was relied on. 

d that the words of section 64 of the Act of 1883 had been 
the subject of much litigation, and the Legislature had very properly, if 
he might say so, expressed itself differently in the subsequent Act of 
1888. Shakspere was a word in common use and well known in the 








English language. It was, however, argued that it was a fancy word be. 
cause it was fancifully applied. In Re Van Duzer’s Trade-Mark the Court of 
Appeal did not acce; / that proposition as containing the full explanation 
of the meaning of f the Legislature in the enactment of 1883. It was 

for the respondents that every word which had no meaning with reference 
to the article to which it was applied was a fancy word. But this pro- 
positon could not be deduced from the judgments in Re Van Duzer. Shak- 
spere (spelt in that and other ways) was the family name of preg A ny 
now living and well known in this country. The respondents said that 
the name as used by them was the name of the great Shakspere whose 
name overshadowed the names of all other Englishmen. As to the 
rhetorical part of that proposition his lordship would not dissent, but it 
ap’ to him that one could not tike a name which was used asa 
living name and say it was a fancy word not in common use because it 
was the name of an extraordinarily great man many years ago. For 
instance, Miltonic or anything similar applied to collars would not do. 
Nor could one, under section 64, take the name of any celebrated 
Englishman of the present time and use it for the first time in reference 
to an article. His lordship must hold, in Aerage mend with the sta taney 


on the subject, that Sha — a6 applied to cigars, was no 7 | 
word not in common _ meaning O ion 64. e Theres 










fore mad -—Counset, Levett, 
and i an oLrorrors, Busk § Metter 
for Lush, belies J. ’s. Salomon. 
[Reported by J. F. Wary, Barrister-at-Law. | 
Re BROWN, BENSON v. GRANT—Kekewich, J., 10th July. 


ADMINISTRATION—ACCOUNTS—ORDER TO DELIVER ovT or Court—R. 8. C., 
7 


torte — &@ summons by a residuary rgatee asking for accounts. The 
‘omic merican who in this country, having by his 
will sapehetel two gentlemen in England and one in America executors, 
Probate was granted in England to the two executors resident here in 
general terms, power being reserved of making the like grant to the 
executor resident in America. The grant in America was made to the 
executor there only. Substantially the whole of the testator’s property 
was in America, the only property here consisting of some American rail- 
way bonds and cash at two banks. Owing to the sesiduary legatee being 
unable to obtain accounts from the English executors, the present 
summons asked for an order directing the English executors to furnish 
proper accounts. The lish executors in the interval furnished 
voluminous accounts, including the whole of the American as well as the 
English executorship accounts. 

Kexewicu, J., said that the summons was issued under a misconception, 
as it asked in addition to the ordinary account for administration, if and 
so far as necessary of the testator’s estate, from which the English 
executors might reasonably infcr that the applicant required the whole 
accounts, and not merely an account of what had come to their hands. 
ba grant of probate was to them generally, and it was their duty to wind 

e@ executor in New 

They would not be accountable for anything whic not come andak 
their control. It was objected that the accounts were too voluminous, 
but the plaintiff is resident here and it was convenient to get the whole 
account here. Whether too voluminous or not is a question to be reserved 
for further consideration, but his lordship thought the proper order to 
make was to furnish the ordinary account. It was suggested that only 
the disputed items in the account need be taken to the chief clerk; but 

though designed to eave —s his lordship tp Noa such orders led 
to both eee 0g bea ed = a Th fo take L 










UN fon Q.0., and "Stokes * Marten, Q.C., and H. Torvell 
Soxaéfrors, Son, $ Rickards ; Colyer $ Colyer. 
[Reported by F. T. Duxa, Barrister-at-Law. | 
* BEIGHTON v. BEIGHTON—Romer, J., 6th July. 


Trrtzs—Tenant or Copynotps—ApmiTrance—Ricut or Lorp To Sam 
QuvovsquE—ProciamaTions—NorTiceE — Possession WITHOUT ADMITTING 
TitLE—Corynotp Becominc Fresnotp—Srarvres or Limrrations, 3 &4 
Wut. 2, c. 27—37 & 38 Vicr. c. 57. 


This was an gobion. for a declaration that the plaintiffs, George Beightou 
and William Beighton, were entitled as the customary heirs of their 
father, Richard Beighton, who died intestate, to an equal share with their 
brother, Thomas Beighton, in certain copyhold lands in the manor of 
Skegley, Nottinghamshire. The facts of the case were as follows :-—By 
the custom of the manor of ry A all copyholds: passed to the sonsof 
the deceased tenant in equal shares Richard Beighton was allowed in 
1859, under a 7 arrangement, to take possession of all the copyhold 
hereditaments which were ‘n the possession of members of his family under 
various titles. Under an agreement, dated the 6th of February, 1866, and 
made between the said R. Beighton and the defendant, the said R. 
Beighton surrendered to the defendant two of the fields, part of the said 
hereditaments, for the term of his (R. Beighton’s) life, on condition that 
the defendant should pay the rates, taxes, and tithe for the same. The 
defendant afterwards obtained of two other fields to which R. 
Beighton was entitled as his (R. Beighton’s) tenant. No tenant had been 
admitted on the rolls of the manor in respect of the copyholds in question 
since 1786. In April, 1876, the lord of the manor at his court made the 
usual proclamation uiring R. Beighton to come in. In 1877 another 

proclamation was m to the same effect, and several letters were 








subsequently written to him on the subject by the lord’s solicitor, Im) 
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1878 he attended the court, but as some difficulty arose as to his title, he 
was not admitted, but no third proclamation was ever made and the 
matter dropped. R. Beighton died in October, 1890. It was argued for 
the defendant inter alia that he was entitled to the hereditaments as free- 
hold property as R. Beighton’s heir, the Statute of Limitations having 
run without an acknowledgment of title on his part and the lord’s right 
of entry having been also barred by the statute. 

Romer, J., held that the defendant could not, as 













necessary three proclamations or a spe : . 
in followed by a refusal on his part, the right to seize quousque 
arisen and consequently the hereditaments were copyhold and must 
descend in equal shares.—Covunsr., Ingpen; W.H. Stevenson. Soxicrrors, 
Johnson, Weatherall, & Sturt, for W. G. Eking, Nottingham; Swann ¢ 
Co., for J. Wearing, Mansfield. 

{Reported by J. Anrnur Patios, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
HOOD-BARRS ». CATHCART—4th July. 
Practice—Orper ror Transrer or Consots To SzqugestratoR—Nxgcixcr 

to Execure—Svupreme Court or Jupicature Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vicr. oc. 

61), s. 14. 

In the course of the proceedings arising out of this action, Mrs. 
Cathcart was ordered on the 12th of June to transfer why fare days 
ee ‘onsols whic part_o ox_separs 


es ts. Cathcart " was 


% an ap m 
made to Day, J., sitting at chambers, for an order under ion 14 of 
the Judicature Act, 1884, to the Bank of to " 
That section provides that w y person or refuses to comply 


an 
with a judgment or order directing him to execute a conveyance, contract, 
or other document, or to indorse any negotiable instrument, the court 
may on such terms and conditions (if any) as may be just, order that such 
conveyance, contract or other document, shall be executed, or that such 
negotiable instrument shall be indorsed by such person as the court may 
nominate for that purpose, and in such case the conveyance, contract, 
document, or instrument so executed or indorsed shall operate and be for 
all purposes available as if it had been executed or indorsed by the person 
originally directed to execute or indorse it. The solicitors forthe Bank of 
England objected to an order being made on the bank to transfer 
the Consols on the ground that such a transfer of stock was not ‘“‘ a con- 
veyance’’ within the meaning of the section, and that the words “the 
wer a dge sitting at ch m 
D st both 










made an order nominating a person to go to the Bank of Eng 
cute the transfer. The Bank of England thereupon took counsel’s ion 
on these two points, and were advised that the section gave power for the 
court to order the transfer of Consols, but considered it doubtful whether 
the words ‘‘the court . . . may order’’ in section 14 gave jurisdic- 
tion to a judge sitting at chambers to make such an order. Under these 


circumstances counsel now moved the Divisional sanction the 
execution of thé transfer. Du y to oy 
counsel who appeared for Mrs. Cathcart stated that was instructed 


neither to oppose nor consent to the motion. The Bank of England 
not represented. [Wricut, J.—We are willing to make the order 
ditionally. If the Bank of England objects you can do nothing. | 

Tue Covrr (Wricut and Kennepy, JJ.) made the order as asked, sub 
ject to an undertaking that notice should be given to the Bank of 
land that in the event of their desiring to resist the order, they t 
apply to that court for the rule to be discharged.—Covnsgt, Z. R. Bartley 
Denniss ; Bond. Sotscrrors, Hood-Barrs § Co. ; H. H. Elton. 

| Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.} 


CLUTTON AND OTHERS v. ATTENBOROUGH & SON—Wills, J., 6th July. 


Bux or Excuancre—Curqure— Ficrrrious on Non-existent’? Payer— 
Errect ory—Briuits or Excuaner Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), s. 7, 
SUB-SECTION 3. 

Action tried before Wills, J., without a jury, a special jury having by 
consent been discharged. The learned judge took time to consider his 
judgment, and now read an elaborate judgment with the points 
raised. As stated in the judgment, the facts were as follows: The action 
was brought by the plaintiffs to recover a snm of money (£3,558 13s. 2d.) 
which the plaintiffs alleged had been paid by them to the bankers of the 
defendants under a mistake of fact. The plaintiffs are land agents, 
and, amongst many estates, manage those of the Ecclesiastical - 
sioners, with whom — Sy aia, sane Seton pols" as £700,000 a 
year. One of the plaintiffs’ clerks, A to carry on a 
system of fraud in their office, by which he obtained cheques drawn 
by the plaintiffs to the order of non-existing for work never 
phd and for goods which were never su ~ These ues he 
stole and indorsed in the name of the non-existent payee. The w of 
these cheques were in due course cashed by the plaintiffs’ bankers and 
allowed in account by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. Ninety-seven of 
them, of the value of £3,558 13s. 2d., were, between March, 1887, and 
January, 1894, paid by Piper to the defendants, who are pawnbrokers and 
jewellers of Fileet-street and who gave value for them. The 
claimed to recover the proceeds of these cheques, which were over by 
their bankers to those of the defendants as money paid by : under a 























































places of 
used any other name than that of Fen In 1887 he first 
pledged goods at the Chancery-lane in. the 
ninety-seven transactions began that 
time Piper owed money 
pawned with the defendants. He then brought the first of 

crossed, and payable to the order of eoateian on for £21 10s., and 
asked to have it cleared. U 

some of the goods, bought others, and received the 
however, es that cheque from the defendants 
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money. Similar transactions Tears estes tmnt: <n ete 
on which the cheques in question—all crossed were 

a Piper to the defendants. boug Lim 
hicle 0 grea’ value, uch as ch ’ ae i 
ger items ia for by instalments, the phe spot, and the 
cash balance handed to Piper. The result of was that 
during the seven years goods wre bought of the value of £779, principal 


was off to the amount of £439, interest £ 

£2,238, making the total of £3,558, now 
pposed by the defendants that Pipe: 
ti 


pti’s, and that la FaMalve 
afend 
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Wuzs, J.—I will state what seem to be principles applicable 


to the case. By the Bills of Exchange 
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argument fion 7, sub-section 3, h 
applicable to cheques, and the only contest 
ing and effect. Now the case-of Bank 
that the Act, where unambiguous, 

of little use to inquire whether it alters or adopts the law which existed up 
to the time when ws was. passe anumaaies She Seana eae Cae 
a matter of fact, it can be predicated of the “ ee” that he is fictions | 
or non-existent, bill eee Jae aes bee 


pe a Fons Se tN Vagihane : The of the 

© whole tenour o on @ case. 

Act—say the learned judges, one and Scieaiiene chdhaeeaieeenaae 
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applicable to a cheque. ho is it that sends the cheque forth under 
p.m Rech an to pe tong 
impossible? The drawer. Whose duty was it to ascertain there was 
a real payee before it? The drawer’s, surely. Who rendered 
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by section 30, sub-section 2, of the of Exchange Act, 1882, as 

the holders, are primd facie deemed to be holders in due course. “Teton, 

therefore the plaintiffs, in order to succeed in this action, to prove 

boy My admittedly ae en 2S eet -ae 
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notice of a defect in the title of Piper. 
than that Piper came by them aishor 
fore, in this case is, did the defendants act dishonest 
these cheques ? 
| facta, and found that the defendants did not so act dishonestly in 


No other defect can be suggested 

onestly. The — question, there- 
y or not in 

(The learned judge then went elaborately through the 


the cheques from Piper under the circumstances.) Judgment for the 
defendants.—Counset, Sir R. Webster, Q.C., Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., and 
Meek; Sir E. Clarke, Q.C., Finlay, Q.C., and Macaskie, 
Clutton ; Stanley, Attenborough, § Tyer. 


{Reported by Sir Suzrston Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Souicrrors, 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re SAUNDERS—Friday, 5th July. 


Prnsion or Retrrep Orricer or Inpian Anmy—Onrper or Court 70 Ser 
Aswwr Part or Penston—Discrerion or tHE Count—Banxrvptcy Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 53, sun-srction 2—Inp1aN Pensions Act, 
1871, ss. 11 & 12. 


This was an appeal by the official receiver from the decision of Vaughan 
Williams and Kennedy, JJ., in the divisional court, [1895] 2 Q. B. 117. 
The bankrupt wasa retired officer in the Indian army and was in receipt, 
after certain deductions, of a pension of £330 per annum. The county 
court judge sitting at Wandsworth made an order under the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, s. 53, sub-section 2, that he should pay to the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy the sum of £50 per annum out of this pension. On appeal to the 
divisional court the order was set aside, that court being of opinion that 
the learned county court judge had no jurisdiction to make such an 
order as it would tend to defeat the object of the Indian Legislature. By 
section 53, sub-section 2 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, it is provided that 
‘* where os a is entitled to any half-pay or pension or 
to ape compense. on granted by the treasury, the court, on the application 
of the , shall from time to time make such order as it thinks just 
for the payment ofthe . . . -pay, pension, or compensation, or 
of any thereof, to the trustee. And by sections 11 & 12 of the 
Indian Pensions Act, 1871, it is provided that such pension cannot be 
liable to attachment or sequestration or be capable of being assigned. 

Tue Covert (Lord Esuer, M.R., Kay, and A. L. Smrrn, L.JJ.) in dis- 
missing the appeal, held that it was perfectly clear that the Court of 
Bankruptcy, under such circumstances as existed in this case, had juris- 
diction to make an order under section 53, sub-section 2, of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, but that no rule or canon of law could be laid down 
which would fetter in the least the discretion of the court, and they could 
not agree with that part of the judgment of Vaughan Williams, J., 
where he laid down that ‘‘ the courts ought not, with regard to an Indian 

ion, tomake any order under section 53, although undoubtedly there 




















jurisdiction to make an order.”” This passage the court thought went 
too far. Where there is a discre given to a court by statute this court 
ected to any court attempting to lay down any rule which 





or fettér the exercise of such discretion Dy any 
er court. visional court had exercised its discretion Dy refusing 
in the present case to order any part of the pension to be set aside, and 
they thought that under the circumstances of this case, the bankrupt 
having no means of his own besides his pension, the divisional court had 
acted rightly. Appeal dismissed.—Counsr., Herbert Reed, Q.C., and Car- 
vington ; Muir Mackenzie. Sortcrrors, Ashurst, Morris, Ciisp, § Co.; G@. 
jm. 








[Reported by T. Matuew, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re W. TUCKER. 


Parririon 1x BANKRUPTCY—ORDER FOR COSTSIN ADMINISTRATION ACTION MADE 
IN FAVOUR OF THREE PLAINTIFFS—DEATH OF ONE PLAINTIFF—PkgTITION 
BROUGHT BY THE TWO Survivors. 


This was an appeal by the debtor from a receiving order made by Mr. 
Linklater. It a that an administration action in the 
Chancery Division had been brought by the beneficiaries under the will of 
one Stephen Tucker, and the court had made an order that the debtor, 
William Tucker, should pay to the three plaintiffs in the action their 
costs. The costs were taxed at £293. Subsequently to this order one of 
the three plaintiffs died, and the two survivors presented a petition in 
bankruptcy against the debtor. The registrar made a receiving order, 
and from this the debtor appealed. For the appellant it was contended 
that, inasmuch as the debt was a joint debt to the three plaintiffs, the 
nal representatives of the plaintiff who had died should have been 
Fined in the petition, and that, as this had not been done, the petition 
was It was further contended that the costs had not been taxed in 
the manner, and that therefore the taxing master’s certificate was 
in Counsel cited Brickland v. Newsome (1 Camp. 474, 1 Taunt. 476), 
Ex parte Culley (27 W. R. 28, 9 Ch. D. 307), Ex parte Dearle (38 W. R. 440, 
14 Q. B. D. 184). 

Tue —— gag Re reg and Kay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.), in 
dismissing appeal, at as regards the certificate of the taxing 
master, it had been made in accordance with the order of the court in the 
administration action, and there was no evidence to shew that he had 
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'So far as the circumstances before me enable me to say, there were 
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but were beneficially interested in the costs; therefore the objections 
on ; 

Q.C., and Carrington. 

Rodyk. 


to 
~—CounsEL, Hansel; Herbert Reed 


Kennedy, Hughes, § Kennedy ; Tocque ¢ 
(Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re BIRCHAM & CO—20th and 21st June, Kekewich, J. 


Soricrror anp Cirgnt—Costs—TaxaTIon—DeEsenturse Trust Dezp—Sort.- 
crtors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 44)—Gunzrat Orpr, 
1882, x. 2 (a) anp(c), Scuepute I., Parr I. 


ne applicants ad actod Yor the trustees In. the proparition of the 
The app acted Tor the the ps eee gee } 


debenture trust deed by which the Midland Coal, Coke, and Iron Co, 
(Limited) property to the trustees upon the usual trusts 
of a debenture trust deed. o debentures were ever issued or money 
id thereunder, but the deed was duly executed by all parties. The tax- 
g master, on an order to tax, refused to allow the solicitors the scale fee, : 
but offered to allow them costs in respect of the work they had actually 
done, alleging in his answer to objection, amongst other things, that the 
deed in question was a deed of trust and not an ordinary mortgage 
deed, that the solicitors acted for the trustees and not for the BR gry 
who might lend the money, and that the deed was not stamped as a 
mo ‘ | 
Kexewicu, J., said that before differing from the taxing master he must | 
be satisfied on three points. (1) That the instrument in question was a 
mortgage ; (2) That the solicitors were the a solicitors; (3) 
That the mortgage had been completed. His | ip said that a deed 
e 


which fastens property o rsons, whether as ents of others or 
for their own Benchit as a ae tor money lent ma for the interest on 













that money, was to all inten is and p irposes a mortgage, and tha his was 
8 Pe aS & mortgage there cotld be no doubt 
that the trus were mortgagees, and that in consequence the solicitors 


acting for the trustees were the mortgagees’ solicitors. As to the third 
point the solicitors were entitled to say that, having investigated the title, 
prepared the e deed which had been executed by the mortgagor 
and delivered to the trustees, the mortgagees, and seen the documents duly 
handed over to the m , they had duly completed the mortgage, and 
in his opinion they were entitled to the scale fee.—CounsrL, Warmington, 
Q.C.,and Kenyon Parker ; Bramwell Davis, Q.C.,and Younger. Soxscrrors, 
Thorowgood, Tabor, § Co. ; Bircham § Co. 


[Reported by F. T. Duxa, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re P. AND M., SOLICITORS OF THE SUPREME COURT—Chitty, J., 
10th July. 


Soricrron—Costs—TAaxaTION AFTER Payment—SpeciaL CracvmsTaNces— 
Payment unDER Prorest—DiscreTion or Court—Sounicrrors Act, 
1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), 8. 41. 


This was a summons to tax a bill of costs amounting to £37, paid by I 
the applicants under the fo ces. The solicitors acted 
for the mortgagee of certain premises in Earl’s Court-road, the equity of 
redemption in which was settled, and the applicants were the trustees of 
the settlement. The tenant for life had been allowed by the trustees to 
receive the rent of the said premises. On the 24th of June, 1894, a half- 
year’s interest became due under the mortgage. On the 6th of July, 
1894, tne tenant for life died, and on the 11th of July the solicitors took 
possession of the premises without giving the trustees notice that there 
was any interest due. A writ was issued for foreclosure in November, 
notwithstanding that the trustees had given the mortgagee notice of their 
intention to pay off the mortgage. It appeared that the trustees had con- 
tracted to sell the premises for a sum considerably in excess of the 
amount of principal, interest, and costs, but the purchasers refused to 
complete until the foreclosure action was settled. At the appointment to 
complete the poet off of the mortgage and the sale of the premises, 
the solicitors declined to complete until their bill of costs, the subject of 
this application, was paid. e bill was thereupon paid under protest. 
Shortly afterwards this 


t. e@ Cases C were 
Bo » 29Ch. D. 571), Re Norman (34 W. R. 313,16 Q. B.D. 
673), and Te Oweomen (39 W. R. 497; > 2 Oh. 289). 

Currry, J.—The question is whether special circumstancesin the opinion 
of the court requiring a taxation are shewn. Lindley, L.J., in Re Chees- 
man dealt with the question generally, sa; : **The Court has got out of 
the narrow groove laid down by some of the earlier cases, which decide 
that there must be pressure overcharge, or overcharge so gross as to 
amount to fraud, and it is now settled by Ae" Boycott and Re Norman that 
each case must stand on its own circumstances. The Court cannot la 
down a hard and fast rule ge in e 
case whether there are spe 

e hat the 3 
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It prevents the solicitor thinking that the paymeut is a final settlement. 
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considerable items that would be struck out on taxation. isa 
serious 0 suauize to the emouns & Sei Then the 
e en’ under um 1 think these was 


e requ 
sole the olla Se tam: and I make the order, costs to be costs in.the taxa- 
tion.—CounsgEL, Z. Ford ; Younger. 
[Reported by J. F. Watezy, Barrister-at-Law.} 














County Courts. 


WILLIAMS ». RYMER; RYMER, CLAIMANT—Marylebone County 
Court, 12th June. 


REGISTERED Brit or SALE SATISFIED, BUT NO Entay or SarisraAcTION CAN 
BE SET UP BY JUDGMENT CREDITOR AGAINST SUBSEQUENT REGISTERED BrtL 
or SALE UNSATISFIED. 


His Honour Judge Sronor: By two bills of sale dated the 28th 
September, 1891, and the 21st Meee, Me, eee pope bag 
A. Rymer, assigned the goods specifi e to the same, w! 
ave Gaar been seize d by the sheriff in execution, to William Smith for 
securing to him the payment of the sums of £200 and £40 and interest 
respectively. The bills of sales were to the form in the schedule 
to the Bills of Sales Act, 1883, and were duly registered as required by the 
Act. By an indenture "of the 28th December, 1893, the said sums of £200 
and £40 and the interest to become due thereon were assigned to the 
claimant, the Rev. Dr. Rymer. The execution creditor in his defence sets 
up a prior bill of sale of the same goods by the — debtor, in respect 
of which satisfaction has not been entered as provided by the above Act, and 
contended that the legal property in the goods is in the grantee of 
the prior bill of sale, and that the claimant could _: recover for want of 
the same. The claimant produced evidence that the r bill of rag in 
question had been fully satisfied by the payment of £170, 
principal and interest due thereon at the date of the bill of and of the 
28th September, 1891, for £200, and was then up to the execution 
debtor and cancelled, "and I feel no doubt that 
creditor therefore fails, although I have not been able to find any case 
exactly in point. In the case of Waterton v. Baker (17 L. J. 494), however, | J 
it was decided that the holder of a satiefied bill of sale, as to which 
satisfaction had not been entered, aud not set up the bare ‘legal property 
vested in him against an execution creditor, and I think it follows 4 fortiori 
that an execution creditor cannot set up such a Dill of sale against the 
holder of a Py — tor bill of sale which ts unsatisfied. In the case which 
I have cited, Blackburn, J., evidently feeling the absence of any direct 
authority on the point and the difficulty of the case, said: “‘I am sure 
there are hundreds of cases of this kind at chambers in which the whole 

proeery was understood to be whether the bill of sale had actually been 
satisfied or not,’’ and added that “ in in’ the court is ‘ound 
by_every technical rule.”’ In the p e prior 
satisfied by payment and given up onl comatiied, which distinguishes ‘tt 
from the case of Waterton v. Baker, and also (which is of importance) from 
the case of Gadsden v. Porras (33 L. J. 134, Ex.), where an execution 
creditor was allowed to sét up a prior bill of sale ; and I think that it may 
be safely held to have aieinen arc absolutely null and void, 
as it did only to personal pi which was never in the Brantee’s 
possession: (Shepherd’s Touchstone, by Preston, p. 70; Cruise’s % 
vol. iv., Deed cxxvii., sect. 19.) Brea if the dood had not bose a 
a surrender or re- -assignment might, I think have been \. ‘0 
take a common-sense view of the case, the execution oe cat the 
goods subject to all duly registered bills of sales, and the satisfaction of 


of the prior registered bill of sale is, of course, an advantage to him, by | R. W. Tweedie 


reducing the amount charged on the goods of the execution debtor, and 
| it would be a manifest in —_— if the holder of the subsequent bills 
| of sale were prejudiced by the omission of the execution debtor to enter 


| satisfaction. In gonctneton, I would observe that neither in the form in 











LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following is a list of qualified members of the Society who have 

been ayo as members of the Council to be elected at the annual 
mee — 

The candidates whose names are marked thus (*) go out of office by 


rotation. 
*E. J. Bristow Me ge Bristows, & Carpmael), 1, 


padenad W.C.; F. Bo oboe ot 12, Row eo Ca 
*Robert Cunlifie 


( Davenport), 48 
nominated by John Hunter, °, Lincoln’s-inn. 


Austinfriars, E.C.; Jno. H. Hulbert, 10, New-square, W.C.; F. 


e defence of the execution he 


W.0.; 3, W. Be ‘W.C., Alder, Charles 
W.0.; J Badd, 24, 
Rowley | Baker, Charles 


W.C., nominated by John Hunter, 9, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C.; J. W. Budd, 
24, Austinfriars, HC. F. Rowley Parker 12, wig etn 
W.O.; Jno. H. H 10, New-square, 0. 
*J. E. Gray Hill oe a Hill) 
suninatel ter John. Hunter , 9, Lincoln’s Inn, W. iW. B Fe 
Austinfriars, ley Parker, * ae a, 
Jno. H. Talbert, “io, ee guar, W.0 
fe? Bold 2, 
'B ’ 


*Jas. Warnes Howlett Clarke), 8 
nominated John Fy Lincoln’s-inn, Wor 

Rowley Parker, 12, a hal gt Nat dccncateea Wi, 
uare, W. 


A 20. ; 
J Jo, ‘Now 


no. F. Hul 
vay eee y Pesan, Beth, 
, E.C meen Mewes 0 John unter, 9, Lincoln's -inn, W.0.; J. W. 
aan ee, Jno. Poke Hulten, Lam! New-square, W.C.; 


— Lincoln’s-inn, 
ted by John untae © 3 J. W. Budd, 
Hulbert, bet 1, Nowa W.C.; F. 

Row — iz, Soak Meee 
inh Huntingdon, nominated by ri Hunter, 9, 
Pn Lamang .C.; J. W. Budd, 24, Austinfriars, Jno. H. 
Hulbert, 10, ‘New-square, W.C.; oF. Rowley Parker, ii, "New-court, 

*Richard fe Bichend ‘Peactngton (Pennington & 64, Lincoln’s io fields, 
W.C., nominated by John Hunter, 9, Lincoln’ Lineain'-int, WO. J. W. . Budd, 
24, Austin Friars, E.C.; F. Rowley Parker 12, New-court, Carey-street, 
W.C.; Jno. H. Hulbert, 10, a gg W.C. 

‘Wm. Williams (Currie, Williams, & Williams), 32, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, W.C., nominated by John Hunter, 9, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C.; J. W. 
Budd, 24, ‘Austinfriars, .0.; Jno. H "Hulbert, 10, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn, W.C.; F. Rowley Parker, 12, New-court, Carey -street, 

Cc. 

Wm. Howard Winterbotham (W: omg ar Winterbotham, Harrison, & 
the | then 1, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., nominated by John Hunter, 
9 in’s-inn, W.C. ; J. W. Budd, "24, ‘Aiatin- ar, F. Rowley 
Parker, s New-court, ’ Carey-street, W.C.; Jno. H. Hulbert, 10, New- 


Edeund Kell D gyn (Blyth, Dutton, Hartley, & ), 112, Gresham- 
a Cit; nominated John Hunter, 9, ’g-inn, ws 

eld, » 24, we om, | 0. ; Francis Ince, St. Benet’s-chambers, 
Kensbopeeeaienh, E.C. ; 7, Throgmorton-avenue, E.O.; 
C. E. Matthews, B alngham ohnson, Birmingham. 

George Wilks (G. & “s. Wi), Hythe, Kent, nominated by Herbert 
Monckton, Maidstone ; OR arg ; Robert Hoar, 
Maidstone ; Frederick J 
List of qualified members of en A t and vice- 
president of the society, to be elected at the same 

John Wreford B * 94, Austin Friars, E.C., » nominated by F- Rowley 
Parker, 12, New Court, Carey-street, W.C.; Dillon R. L. 2 
Temple Gardens, W. - 

Joseph Addison, Bond-court, Walbrook, E.C., nominated by F. 
Rowley Parker, 12, Rewreviat, Carey-street, W.C. ; Dillon R. L. Lowe, 


2, Temple-gardens, W.C, 

"List of palited peseren ponpesnd oo onditnes_ of, ths. V0, to be 
H mph mtg boom, 1, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., connie by Gesege 

enry 8- .0., no 

T Woodroffe 1, py oe bey W.C.; Walter , Lincoln’s- 
inn, 

P. R. T. To bee, 16, Southampton-street, -square, W.C. 
nominated by £.T.’ Gurdon, 28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C.; Robert L. 


Hunter, 9, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
John Stephens Chappelow, 10 woe Te nominated by 
W. Tweedie, 5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C.; F. 0. Adams, 61, Lin- 


colu’s-inn-fields, W.C 

SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Chancery- 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Fova Examination. 


(whose names are 


are in order) were 
held on the 1 


bane and 19th of June, 


candidates 
successful at the Final Examination 
1895.— 
A’Deane, Walter Whetham Wratis- Barnes, Begins Gems, 3S. 





Parker, 12, New- court, Carey-street, W. ‘0. 
*Wm. Francis 


Fladgate (Fladgete & Co.), Craig’s-court, Charing Cross, 


Atchley, Edward Herbert Bickley, 

‘ Blewitt, 
Bakewell, John Bowes, Bobért Arthur 
Barnes, Goodwin Howard Brennan, James 












642 


THE ‘SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





_ July AED » 1895-9 








ome Bae 
Edward Powell 


Carter, James, B.A. 

Catling, Charles Bowker, B.A. 

Cavit, Thomas Emmerton 

Champion, Albert Edward Gurney 
, Ernest Benjamin 

Cheese, Clement Macmichael 

Chester, John Woodroffe 

Clark, Frederick 

Clark, Robert James 

Clements, Arthur Victor, B.A. 


p> nam Richard Randolph 
Edward 


Colyer, Alfred Maurice 
Cooke, Frederick Horace, B.A. 
Cotton, Lionel Francis, LL.B. 
Craven, Campbell John 
Cross, William Holgate 
Crossman, Alan Fairfax 


Dallmeyer, Richard Owen John, B.A. 


Davidson, John Henry 
Dearman, Alfred Richards, B.A., 
LL.B. 


Dickson, James Husband 
Dootson, Thomas Robert 
Drawbridge, William Spencer 
Druce, Reid Seton 
Dyer, Edward Arnold 
Edisbury, Stanley Dutton 
Emmett, Robert William 
Enever, Charler Richard 
Esson, Ernest Cuthbertson 
Forster, Arthur Francis, B.A. 
Foster, "arthur, B.A. 
Fox, Jeremiah Haslam 

, Albert Henry 
Frost, John Henry 

, Francis Dean 
= ” Arthur George Loraine, 


Gardner, John 

Gibson, William Wildridge 
Green, —* ong 
Grimshaw, Geo 

Halton, Frederick William 
Harris, Herbert James 
Healing, George Edward, B.A. 
Heathcote, Godfrey 

Herbert, Dennis Henry, B.A. 
Hewlett, Leonard 

Hilton, Edwin Kennedy 
Hindley, George Henry 
Hindley, John Alfred 
Holmes, Alfred 


Horn, Edward George 
Horton, William Herbert Lawrence 
Howe, Ernest Ward 
Hussey, George Hammond 
Arthur David, B.A. 
, Kenneth Campbell 
Jackson, William, B.A. 
James, William Warwick 
Jardine, Hugh Raoul, B.A. 
Jeffreys, Alfred Jestyn 
Johns, gm te Griffith 
Jolly, Arth’ 
Jones, Daniel William 
Jones, Evan Davies 
Kenion, John Graham 
Kilner, Samuel Eli Hugo 
King, Edward Hyde Bailey 
Lo Mae Richard, B.A. 
, Ernest William 
Lee, Myer Barnett 
Lloyd, Charles Owen 
Lovell, John Spencer 
McMaster, Alfred 
McMillin, Charles Douglas Daft 
Malings, Horace 
Marsden, John Westall 
Matthewman, Alfred Ernest, B.A. 
oan » An) 
‘erry, or 
Miller, John Henry, B.A. 
Millett, Henry ir yan B.A. 
Montagu, Edward Henry 
Morris, John Charles 


James Cuthbert 
Pg mn 


Nellist, William 
Nichole, Frederick 


Nicholson, James Sudo 
Nutt, James William 
Orme, Harold William 
Ormond, John 

Padley, Charles 

Parker, Alfred 

Parker, Arthur Paget, B.A. 
Parsons, Lawrence 

Patey, Samuel 

Peace, Edwin 

Pearkes, Arthur Edward 
Peck, Jasper Owen 
Pettigrew, Thomas Joseph 
— Leonard Richard Brewer, 


Picton, George Wilson, B.A. 
Potter, George William 
Poundley, John Wilkes 
Prestage, Edgar, B.A. 
Preston, Charles Guy 
Ratcliffe, Frederick James 
Rees, David 

Richardson, Frederick William 
Rickards, Alfred Middleton 
Rider, Edward Percy 
Rivers, Robert Egerton 


Rogers, William Owen Boulivant,B.A. 


Rowlatt, John Friend, B.A. 
Rowley, Ernest, B.A. 
Rutherford, Thomas Bell 

Salt, Reginald Nowell 

Saunders, John Gower 
Saunders, Lewis Lindgren 
Sherrard, Eustace, B.A. 
Simister, James Waterhouse 
Simmonds, Frank William, LL.B. 
Singleton, William Edward 
Sladen, St. Barbe Russell 
Slight, William Goode 

Smith, Thomas Cadman ee 
Smythe, William Dumville, B.A. 
Soar, Frederic Robinson 
Sowton, John Thorold 

Spencer, Thomas 

Stedman, Francis Robert 
Stephens, Ernest Henry, LL.B. 
Stewart, Archibald William Shaw 
Street, Oscar William, B.A. 
Summerfield, Henry 

Sykes, Henry Dugdale 

Syms, Herbert Harrison 

Talbot, Charles White 

Taylor, Harry Wallis 

Taylor, Reginald Rowland 
Thomas, David Pritchard 
Thomas, Stephen Walter 
Thompson, Robert, B.A. 
Tiddeman, Henry John 
Topham, George 

Tremayne, Lawrence John 
Tubbs, Leonard, B.A 

Tudor, George 

Turner, Charles Henry, B.A; 
Turner, George Alfred Webster 
Turner, Maurice Edward 
Umney, Percy, B.A. 

Unwin, George 

Unwin, ald 

Vaughan, John Thomas 

Wade, Arthur Campbell 
Walker, Edward 

Wallace, James 

Ward, Arthur Henry 

Ward, Osman Charles, B.A. 
Waterman, Arthur Nunneley, M.A. 
Watkins, George, Thomas 
Watson, William Edward 

Ww cigal igall, FitzRoy Henry Francis, 


Wells, ’ Frederick Ernest 

Wi estern, John William, B.A. 

Ww hiteside, Edward 

Whittingham, ee 
Wild, Bernard, B 

Williams, Harold ‘Fillingbam 

Wisden, Frederic 

Withers, Arthur Mitchell 

Woodward, George Henry 

bare Godfrey Edward Welling- 
am 


Worrell, Albert Mills 
Worthington, Herbert Walter 
Young, Robert Archibald 


| of the 
| 1883 [46 & 47 Vict. c. 51], and hall be subject to all the 








INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 20th of June, 
1895.— 


Arundel, John 

Aynsley, John Murray 
Bailey, Frederick William 
Baird, Sydney Malcolm 
Baker, Arthur Edgcumbe, B.A. 
Baker, Harold 

Ball, Donald Stephen 
Barraclough, John William 
Bates, Ernest Lionel 

Baxter, Reginald Truscott, B.A. 
Bayliffe, Alfred Danvers 
Bean, Lionel, L.A. 

Benson, Herbert James 

Berg, Ellis Graham 

Bergh, Francis Rattray 
Blain, Charles Francis, B.A. 
Bradley, William James 
Bramley, Lot 

Briggs, Arthur Taylor 
Bristowe, Everard Stearns 
Burns, Hugh 

Cayley, Osbert Arthur 
Chambers, Arthur Burton 
Childs, Philip Hugh 

Chilver, Arthur Farquhar, B.A. 
Clark, Colpoys Brodie 

Cloke, Frederick Alchin 
Coltman, Thomas Lister, B.A. 
Cox, Thomas Berridge 
Coxwell, George Gordon 
Cran, George Rose 
Cunningham, Francis Burdett 
Daly, James Thomas Joseph 


Holden, Herbert Charles 

Hood, Walter 

Houghton, Charles Finch 

Hunter, William Charles 

Jackson, Frederick George 

Jones, John Evans 

Kahn, Edgar Nathan Richard 

Kay, Arthur Orford 

Lee, Horace Walter 

Macturk, Malcolm Hugh Townend 

Marlor, Fred 

Martin, James Godfrey 

Mather, Charles Lecnard 

Milner, James Henry 

Montgomerie, Hasting Seton, B.A. 

Morgan, Alun James 

Morris, Christopher Haigh, B.A. 

Odgers, Arthur William, B.A. 

Peskett, William D’ Arcy 

Phillips, Charles Thomas George 
Francis 

Poole, Frauk Hall? 

Pratt, Stanley Arthur 

Preece, Percy John, B.A. 

Prideaux, Walter Treverbian 

Pryce, William Edward 

Richardson, William Edward 

Roberts, Arthur Edward 

Robinson, Roland Walkden 

Roffey, Edgar Stuart 

Ruddock, Percy Grevile 

Schwann, Edward Bagehot 

a Frederick Mawdesley 


Davey, Walter How , Alfred Percy 
Dewey, Marston Shaw, * John Houldsworth 
Eaton, Frederic Ray Shaw, Reginald 

Ekin, Charles, B.A. Skinner, Frederick Herbert 
Elias, William Pritchard, B.A. Smith, David 

Elwes, Walter Hervey Smith, Hampden 


Ely, Rutland Stephen 
Empson, Herbert William Thac- 
kera 


Smith, Leonard William, B 
Smith, Percy Hazell 

ray Sta, ley, Henry 
Evans, William Robert 8 nd, James Telfer 
Ferris, Alfred Edward Taylor, Walter Elderidge 


Freeman, Bertram Seyntcler Thorne, Arthur 

Gibb, Alfred Montagu Tilly, Thomas Ponsonby, B.A. 
Giles, H Ross Vernon, Sydney 

Godwin, Walter Palmer, B.A. Warburton, Thomas Artingstall 
Goulé, Cecil Spencer Ward, Geor, rge 

Gratton, John Watson, Harold Henry 

Green, George Watson, Leonard Burton 
Gunnell, Gerard Wedd, Henry George, B.A. 


Hamilton, George 

Harrison, Daniel Haydon 

Hart, Frank Oliver 

Heaton, Robert 

Hill, Adrian Tom Coke 

Hills, Geoffrey Edmund French 
Hoey, Richard 


Wenham, Walter John 
Whitehouse, Francis Henry 
Whittington, George 
Winterbotham, Reginald John 
Woodbridge, Edgar Thomas 
Wootton, Thomas Percy 
Young, Edward, B.A. 








THE CORRUPT AND ILLEGAL PRACTICES 
PREVENTION ACT, 1895. 
The following is the Act referred to in another column : 


CHAPTER 40. 


An Act to amend the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883. 
[6th July, 1895 
Be it enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, 
in pos present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the same, 
as follows :— 


1. Certain false statements concerning a candidate to be an illegal practice.| 
Any person who, or the directors of any body or association corporate 
which, before or during any parliamentary election, shall, for the purpose 
of affecting the return of any candidate at such election, make or publish 
any false statement of fact in relation to the personal character or conduct 
of such candidate shall be guilty of an illegal practice within the meaning 
provisions of the Corrupt and Practices Prevention Act, 

d f illegal tice in th a Act m i 
and co! uences of commit an prac' the ct men- 
tioned, and the said Act shall be taken to be amended as if the illegal 
practice defined by this Act had been contained therein. 

2. Evidence on hearing of charge under the Act.] No person shall be 
deemed to be guilty of such illegal practice if he can shew that he had 
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reasonable grounds for believing, and did believe, the statement made by | Hall at Lincoln’s-inn on the 5th inst, Col. Coltman presiding. Owing to 
him to be true. the c wiih bere meen See Se ee oe 

Any person charged with an offence under this Act, and the husband or | corps sanctioned by the benchers of four inns, it has been found 
wife of such person, as the case may be, sball be competent to give to make certain amendments to the rules. These were proposed 
evidence in answer to such charge. and explained by Major mens Pye seconded iy Sg Glen, and ulti- 

3. Injunction against person making false statemznt.| Any who some alterations. order to increase the 
shall make or publish any false statement of fact as afo may be re- of the battalion it has been decided to extend the te age of 
strained by interim or perpetual injunction by the High Court of Justice | mem! to university and public school men, although they are not 


from any repetition of such false statement or any false statement of a 
similar character in relation to such candidate, and for the purpose of 
granting an interim injunction prim facie proof of the falsity of the 
statement shall be sufficient. 

4. Candidate exonerated in certain cases of illegal practice by agents.) A 
candidate shall not be liable, nor shall be subject to any incapacity, nor 
shall his election be avoided, for any illegal practice under this Act com- 
mitted by his agent other than his election agent, unless it can be shewn 
that the candidate or his election agent has authorized or consented to 
the committing of such illegal practice by such other agent, or has paid 
for the circulation of the false statement constituting the illegal practice, 
or unless upon the hearing of an election petition the election court shall 
find and report that the election of such such candidate was procured 
or materially assisted in consequence of the making or publishing of such 
false statements. 

5. Short title.| This Act may be cited as the Corrupt and Illegal 
Practices Prevention Act, 1895, and shall be construed as one with the 
Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883, and that Act and 
this Act may be cited together as the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Pre- 
vention Acts, 1883 and 1895. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
We greatly regret to announce the death of Mr. W. F. Robinson, Q.C., 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, which took on 


Monday, at the Queen’s Hotel, Manchester. A week ago, when holding 
his court, he was obliged to leave the bench, suffering from sciatica, and 
subsequently acute lung disease developed. Mr. Robinson was the eldest 
son of Mr. W. F. Robinson, of Liverpool, and was educated at Trinity 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar in 1856, was created a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1875, and was elected a Bencher of his inn in 1877. 
In 1893 he was appointed Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine on the 
death of Sir H. F. Bristowe, and we believe gave much satisfaction as a 
judge. He was universally popular among his comrades at the bar, and 
his death is much lamented. He married a daughter of Mr. George 
Richmond, R.A. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The Right Hon. Joun Arxtnson, Q.C., has been appointed Attorney- 
General for Ireland. 


Mr. Tuomas Goprrey Cargy, now her Majesty’s Procurator at Guern- 
sey, has been appointed Bailiff and President of the States of that island, 
in the room of Sir Edgar MacCulloch, who has retired after more than 
fifty-one years’ connection with the Royal Court. 


Mr. H. F. Witson, barrister, has been appointed Mr. Chamberlain’s 
Private Secretary at the Colonial Office. 


Mr. Joun A. Lanousy, Barrister, has been appointed Assistant Private 
Secretary to Sir M. W. Ridley. 


Mr. C. A. Onirrs, Q.C., has been appointed Attorney-General to the 
Prince of Wales, in succession to Sir Henry James, who relinquishes the 
post on being raised to the peerage. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


Mr. OnMonpe May, solicitor, of 22, Charterhouse-square, London, E.C., 
has taken into partnership Mr. Git»ert S. Exxior (grandson of his late 
partner, Mr. Wm. Robinson), who has been connected with the firm for 
upwards of seven years past, and in conjunction with whom Mr. May 
will continue to practise at the above address under the style of Robinson, 
May & Elliot. 

Disso.vurion. 


Atrrep Wasutxncron Guest Rancer, Artuur O.irnant Bunton, and 
Wituram Frost, Solicitors (Ranger, Burton, & Frost), bourn-cham- 
bers, 17, Fenchurch-street, London. March 31. So far as the said A. O. 
Burton is concerned. The said Alfred Washington Guest Ranger and 
William Frost will carry on the partnership under the same style or firm. 


Witi1am Feaxx Buianpy, Duncan Henry Wirusrtineton, and Witu1aM 
Quantes Buanpy, Solicitors (Blandy, Witherington, & Co.), 1, Friar- 
street, Reading. June 30. 


Atnert Saunpgrs, Reorvatp Seweit Sroxes, and Grauam Sroxsgs, 
solicitors (Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes), 21, Great St. Helen’s, London. 
July 1. The said Reginald Sewell Stokes and Graham Stokes will carry on 
business at the eame address under the firm name of Stokes and Stokes. 

[ Gazette, July 5. 





GENERAL. 
A general meeting of the Inns of Court Volunteers was held in the Drill 





members of one of the inns of court. 








WARNING TO a Hovss eye ae ed AND mm i pur- 
chasing or ren a house have Arrangemen' orough 
Examined by an Expert from The Ene Oo. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 AS ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


— 
“ 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oy Reoisraars 1 ATTENDANCE Ox 








Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Curry. Nogra. 
Mr. Beal Mr. 
Pugh Ward 
Pemberton 
oy a 
Pugh Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewion. Romzs. 
Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Godfrey Rolt 
Godfrey Rolt 
Leach 
Godfrey Rolt 











Oxtpv anp Rang Fine Insurance Poxicres, &c., wanted to complete a 
1, ilialaaataiaa by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
DVT. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, July 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamirsp 1s CHancery. 
CenvRat ee ane ie apt 5 Co, Lamtrep (ix Seumnaseeu)—~Coeiitens ane 
thar debts or claims, to Willigan Watkin Jones, Pembroke James st, i 
Sreamsuir “ Lanarx” Co, Lintrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Aug 16 
their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
BSteeves, 13, City bldgs, Old Hall st, Liverpool. Bateson, solor, Liverpool 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED, 


Wotveauamprox Onicinat Ornper or Loran Ovo Fe.tows Faityoty Sociery, 81, 
Merridale st, Wolverhampton. June 29 


London Gasette.—Turspay, July 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIESB. 
Limrrep in Cuanogry. 
Crry oy Me.sovays Bawx, Lintrep—Petn for winding up, 
be heard on July 17. Markby & Co, 57, Coleman st, solors 
appearing must reach the not later 
~ of thelr 46 mer 
ond atienes, ang Oo OSE So cnieal ides echeees the te 
Shaw, 23, Queen Vi st. Romer & Haslam, Copthall solors to the liquidator 
Hauirax (Nova Scotia) Misinc Syxpicars, Liuirsp (tx Liquipation)—Creditors one 


required, on or before July 31, to send their names » 
their debts or claims, to David Williams, 181, Queen Victoria st 


Usumirep 1x Caancery. 
West Worrnine Waterworks anv Barus, are required to send the par- 
ticulars of their claims to G. 8. & H. Essex st, Strand 


é 


to send 
G. M. 


July 8, directed to 
co. 


f H. Brandon, 15, 
Waneuae anv District Mops. Buitpixe Sociery—Creditors are required to send the 
pastiontens in weet of their claims and demands to Thomas Henry Scholtield on or 
‘ore July 30. T. H. Scholfield, 20, Kennedy st, Manchester, solor for trustees 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES, 
Suspenpep ror Turse Mowrus. 


Crows Bexsrir Society, Rose and Crown Inn, Long Marston, Tring, Hertford. July 3 
Conpengs Sonenpentes Sons or Proeress Beygvir Sociery, 78, Columbia rd, Hackney 
ls y3 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
Last Day or Cram. 
; Lontion Gazette.—Faiway, June 28. 
Bats, Mocnane, Southport, Grocer July 29 Ball v Ball, Registrar, Liverpool Threlfall, 


Evenrsst, Many, Cumberland en Hill July 29 Trevers v Yarde, Keke- 
wich, J Yarde, Raymond > ion 
Psowse, Atpexr Paicrorr nr Yelverton, Devon, Esq July 26 Woolcombe 


¥ Prowse, Chitty, J ‘Wooloomibe, Plymouth 





a 
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London Gazette—Tvurspvay, July 2. 


J Tuomas, Johnson st. ae rd, Fart July 31 
w. K “gps F H Sankey, Regi 
AYWELL, oe en ites, ‘armer August 1 unter v Sankey, s- 
trar, Li "Li Mackenzie, Laverpool 


Wallington v Antceliff, 


London Gazette.—Fuivay, July 5. 


Henr, mee Naunton, Beauchamp, Worcester, Gent July 25 Whitaker v Hunt, 


» J. in, Pershore 
tadbean" Grorce, Clapham rd, Builder Dec 21 Leavers v Leavers, North,J Riddell, 
John st, Bedford row 


Aug 7 Harris v Campbell, 


James, Many Axx, Beeches, Moss lane, East Manchester 
Registrar, Manchester Mant & Mant, Petworth 


July 9. 
Squire v Squire, 


London Gazette.—Turapay, 


Squinz, Jonx, Mayes rd, Wood green Aug 17 
Wi , Lincoln’s inn fields 


Chitty, J Probyn- 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tvrspay, July 2 


Baayaut, Danrer, Wolverhampton, Timekeeper Aug 1 Fowler & Langley, Wolver- 


Seusevo, Hazatet Axw Witcockx, Westminster Aug 1 Windybank & Co, Bucklers- 


Biatwistie, Janes, Bury, Timber Merchant Augi7 P & J Watson, Bury 


Brows, Mary, Bromley Augi Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Bunogss, Sauvet, Altrincham, Gent Augi2 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Ciaytox, Many Any, Bury Augi0 Woodcock & Co, Bury 


Comuizy, Josern Baxen, Coventry, Collector Augi7 Woodcock & Co, Coventry 


Greaves, Wi 1aM, Marlborough pl, W, Solicitor Augi Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 
Hoxsson, omg Sratsam, Bloomsbury, Surveyor July 24 Lepper, Mark lane 
Jonzs, Axx, Rochdale, Lancaster Aug 3 Hartley & Son, Rochdale 


Kaserry, Jonx, Old 1 sa, Lincoln’s inn, Clerk of Works Aug 10 Gard & Co, Gresham 
, Basinghall st 


Kwiour, ry Anne, Grove Enfield, Highway Aug 12 Books & Co, King st, Cheap- 


le 
Loup, Gzorar, Culmstock, Devon, Farmer Aug 11 Booker, Wellington, Somerset 
Manspen, Witi14m, Penistone, Yorks, Farmer Aug Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Mout, Francis Tuomas, Sheffield, Gent Augi0 H & A Maxfield, Sheffield 


Nevitt, Atrrep, Albion rd, Stoke Newington Warehouseman Aug 14 Nevill, Old 


Picxerina, Batusuzsa, Wolverhampton Aug10 Allen & Darby, Wolverhampton 

Poors, Mrs Mary, Evering rd, Clapton Aug 19 Walters & Co, Finsbury circus 

Reap, Cano.ive, Home park villas, Hampton Wick Aug 1 

Ricnanps, Jouy, Liverpool, Tailor Aug 7 Quilliam, Liverpool 

Roxzertsox, Apam, Alnwick, Northumbrid, Painter Augi Archer & Thorp, Alnwick 

Saunpers, Frances, Wells rd, Bath Aug29 Simmons & Co, Bath 

Srevens, Mantua, Bath Aug 29 Simmors & Co, Bath 

Siuwons, Marrua, Pattingham, Stafford Augi0 Allen & Darby, Wolverhampton 

Simmons, Wiit1am. Pattingham, Stafford, Gent Aug 10 Allen & Darby, Wolverhampton 

Scares, Surru, Burnley, Lancs Aug6 Higgin, Burnley 

Sraetriz, Wii.1as, Rainhill, Lancs, Cartowner July 26 Cross, Prescott 

Suruzr.anp, Cuances, Chingford, Essex, Merchant’s Clerk July 27 J & AA Tilleard, 
Lombard ct 


Davis, New Broad st 


Tayiorn, Samvet, Essex, Wheelwright July 31 Lee, Waltham Abbey 

Tuomas, Moxtacv, Weymouth, Captain Augi10 Tylee & Co, Strand 

Tavscort, Sir Fraxcis Wyatt, Victoria st, Westminster Sept 2 Crawford & Crawford 
Cannon st 


Urrerton, Exvizavern, Brighton Augi Folder & Upperton, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Watxer, Tuomas Boss, Fenchurch st, Ship Owner Sept 1 Tate & Co, Scarborough 
Watt, Fraxces, Twerton, Somerset July 21 Tucker, Bath 

Warrakss, W11114m, Salford, Lancs, Beer Retailer July 30 Almond, Manchester 
Wiopaut, Artuvr Leos, Fulham, General Manager Augi Davis, New Broad st 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 5. 

Beck, Aya, Mortlake, Surrey Aug 8 Anderson & Sons, Ironmonger lane 

Bucnanay, Six Grorcz, Woburn sq, July 27 Scadding & Bodkin, Gordon st 

Busszii, Tuomas Gouin, High et, Poplar, Engine Smith Aug 12 Bridgman & Will- 
College hill 

Crozre, Hexny Daniet, Paddington, General Augi Crosse & Sons, Lancaster place 

a en :TH, Hans rd, Major-General Aug 6 Darley & Cumberland, John 
ord row 

Fanner, Jouy, Nottingham, Gent July 20 Barlow, Nottingham 

Farqunarson, Hexry Ricuarp, Dorset, Esq, M P Aug 20 

“ inn — 

ASK ARTH, Joszru, Dunham Massey, Chester, Wine Merchant AugS Harris & Lindsell 
Altrincham . 


Hores & Pattison Lincoln’s 


Gooprgtiow, Saran Ayn, Salford Aug6é Bowden & Widdowson, Manchester 

Gnaeaves, Isaac, Edgbaston, Gent July 31 Arnold & Son, Birmingham 

i oe Heyny Leion, Berlin, Civil Engineer Augi19 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, 
Oo 

Grout, Lyp1a, Surbiton hill July 31 Wade & Co, Dunmow 

Hauuiwet, Rev Tuomas, Brighton Aug7 Nye, Brighton 


Heapert, Cuantes, Andover, Farmer July 24 Longman, Andover 


Hionmors, Resgpca, Sherborne Augi Saltwell & Co, Lincoln’s inn 

Hoxrox, Witiiam Burier, Gt Yarmouth, Gent July 23 Clowes, Gt Yarmouth 
Hour, Many, Welburn, York Augi0 W & R Pearson, Malton 

Hurcuixsox, Catuenive Sanau, Blackpool Aug 20 Dowse, Manchester 
Wright & Hassalls, Leamington 


Junaway, Hangizz, Leamington. Aug 17 





.Watxer, Jouy, Hipperholme, nr Halifax, Worsted Manufacturer 





. Witsos, Tuomas, Charing Cross July 20 Butterworth, St Paul’s Churehyard 


Jenvois, Joux, Farnborough, Southampton, Major July 31 Mark Attenborough, Wal- 

Jon at aa Birmingham, Tool Maker Aug2 Docker, Birmingham 

Just, Wituiam, Eastham, Chester, Esq Aug 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Larxixe, Eowarp Ksieut, Pepys rd, New Cross, Clerk Augi Finch & Co, Cannon st 

Lye-Warvyen, Rosert Hexry, Tyberton Court, Hereford, Esq Aug 15 Crawley & Go, 
Whitehall a : 3 : E ; 

Lewis, Tuomas, ham, Gent Aug? Standring & Co, Rochdale 

Liorp, Axxa, Brampton Bryan, Hereford July1 Young & Co, Longton, Staffs 

Carrer, Cuarna, Hereford July1 Young & Co, Longton, Staffs 

Los.ey, Joseru, Butcher, Dewsbury Oct14 Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury 

Lomax, Perer, Cheadle, Chester, Farmer July 16 Vaughan, Stockport 

Lows, Fanny, Stapenhill, Derby Augi7 J & WJ Drewry, Burton on Trent 

Macrnerson, Sana Anne, Keswick, Cumberland Augi4 Gatey, Ambleside, Westmrid 

Morais, Janz, Runcorn, Chester Aug 9 Lawrence & Co, Manchester 

Pater, Harriet, Kidderminster July 11 Ivens & Morton, Kidderminster 

Ramsey, Henry, Mortlake, Gent Augs Anderson & Sons, Ironmonger lane 

Rep, Jessie, Moss Side, Manchester Sept 26 Francis Whitaker, Lancaster pl 

Rosertrsox, Apam, Alnwick, Wine Merchant Augi Dickson & Co, Alnwick 

Rosixson, Any, Leicester Aug 2 Lymn, Matlock Bath 

Suaw, Tuomas, Salford, Lancs, Dyer Aug 6 Bowden & Widdowson, Manchester 

Suoxem, Ann, Stoford, Wilts Augi1 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 

Srewart, Manrcarer, Bath Aug5 Rogers, Victoria st 

Turner, Tuomas, Grove Gipton, Leeds, Solicitor Augi4 Peckover & Scriven, Leeds 

Woop, Joserpu Lance.ot, Brighton Aug 6 Goodman, Brighton 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 9. 
Baasuaw, Witi1am, Earl Sterndale, Derby, Farmer Aug6 Bennett & Co, Buxton 
Baxer, Euity, Waterloo, Lancs Augi2 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
Batmaty, Jouy, Littlehampton, Gent July 31 Holmes & Co, Littlehampton 
Bennett, Georcs, Iichester, Somerset Aug5 Trevor Davies, Yeovil 
Buizarp, Joux, Wotton under Edge, Butcher Augi7 Pomeroy & Co, Bristol 
Branpe, Jean Francois Joseru Varpvey, Montague pl, Russell sq, Esq Aug20 Fooks 
& Co, Carey st 
Branpe, Mania Tuerese Vanpex, Montague pl, Russell sg Aug 20 Fooks & Co, Carey 
Ria, Sy Longport Au;si2 Mayer, Burslem 


Brookes, Hueu, Winshill, Derby, Gent Aug 26 Small & Talbot, Burton on Trent 


Browy, Wt11am, Gundagai, New South Wales Aug 20 Flux & Leadbitter, Leaden- 
hall st 

Cuappertox, Ropert, Sheffield, Clerk Sept 30 Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 

Caanpver, Frepenick, Croydon, Queensland, Upholsterer’s Assistant March 31 Rose- 
Innes, New inn, Strand 

Coovz, Jonn Penrose, Stoke Dameral, Devon, General 
mout 

De Forests, CHan.totre Jonnsonx, Westbourne ter, Hyde pk Aug 30 


st 
Drennan, Ricuarp, Bridge End Rastrick, York, Tripe Dealer 
house 
Fcercuen, Josern, Harrogate, Gent Augi5 Chadwick & Sons, Dewsbury 


Foster, Manrcery, Maltby in Cleveland, York Augi9 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 

Govrrey, Maria, Littlehampton Aug 23 Withers & Withers, Arundel st, Strand 

He.vecey, Georce Anprew, Brierley, Felkirk, York,Gent Aug 15 Chadwick & Sons, 
ib 


Jewsbury , $ 
Hiscock, Francis Joseru, Grittleton, Wilts, Farmer 


Augil7 Prance & Prance, Ply- 


Coburn, Leaden- 


Aug 12 Furniss, Brig- 


Aug 10 Keary & Stokes, Chip- 
penham 

Hurcurxson, Tuomas Witi1am, Halifax Aug7 Godfrey & Co, Halifax 

Lowick, Sanan Louisa, Hatfield st, Blackfriars Aug 9 Woodhouse & Co, Ludgate hill 


Macnamara, James Craxsrous, Upper Gloucester pl, Clerk Aug 4 Horne & Birkett, 


Lincojn’s inn fields 

Mansianp, Ann Frances, Clifton,.Bristol Aug 31 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 
McSuans, Perer, Birkenhead, Stevedore Aug 21 James, Birkenhead 
Morritt, Tuomas, Reedness, nr Goole, York, Gent Aug9 E & T Clarke, Goole 


Parks, GeorGE Haut, Tufnell Park rd, Gent Aug4 Poole & Robinson, Union court, 
EC 
REEVES, “ Gronas, Bishop’s Waltham, Hants, Coal Merchant July 31 Henry Gater, 


Bishop’s Waltham 
Revenues, 141M Waker, Sedgefield, Durham Aug 19 Hutchinson & Meek, Dar- 
in 


Saunpers, Stepuzn Waive, Huntspill, Somerset, Gent Poole & Son, Bridg- 


Bir, Sa Tulse Hill, Lambeth Augi Martin & Co, King st, EC 

Suerrarp, Samvuet, Churchill, Somerset, Yeoman Auzg5 Ford, Weston super Mare 
Surrn, Mary Ann, Wembdon, Somerset Aug 31 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

Sr Avupyy, James Pearse, Marazion, Cornwall, Esq Aug 11 Borlase & Co, Penzance 
Srratron, Eriza, Mortlake, Surrey Augi5 Anderson & Sons, Ironmonzer lane 
Srunroy, Jouy, Bexley Heath, Esq July 15 Stephens & Co, Chatham 

Taper, Georacr, Rivenhall, Ess¢x, Seel Grower Aug 3l Beaumont & Son, Coggeshall 
Tay or, Grorut, Burslem, Plumber Aug 1 Ellis, Burslem 

Taytor, Wicsrauan, Hadley Hurst, Barnet, Esq Augi2 White & Co, Whiteball pl 
Tuomas, Anranam, Todmorden, Corn Miller Aug 19 Eastwoods & Sutcliffes, Tod- 


morden 

Toure, am, and Racue. Tucker, Dfracombe Augi2 Bloxam & Co, Lincoln's ina 
elds 

Tusyenr, James, Keymer, Sussex, Farmer Augi2 Colbatch, Clark, & Son, Brighton 

Vearncombe, Anna, Stogumber, Somerset Aug 31 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 


Aug 7 


Aug 31 


Godfrey & 
Co, Halifax 

Wear, Euma, Hanley Castle, Worcester July 30 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

Wear, Manraa, Hanley Castle, Worcester July 30 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 


Warraken, Josern, Warwick lane, Publisher Aug 10 Shaen & Co, Bedford row 


fof fff, 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.—Fuivay, July 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ayaanams, Jacos, Cannon st, Furniture Dealer High 
Court Pet June 14 Ord July 2 

con Joun Watrsr, yas Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon Pet July2 Ord Jul 

Asay, Davin, 7 by Sew, Ironfounder High Court 
Pet July3 Ord July3 

Arxtssox, Gzoror, Northumbrid, Labourer Newcastle 
on Tyne Fet July3 Ord — 3 

Arsinsox, Gronce Hesuixerton, pees Yorks, Wheel- 
wright Pet July2 Ord July 2 

BasvoRD, Trent, 


Burton on 

Clothier Burton on Trent Pet July3 Ord July 3 

oa wee K, Jouy, a Wilts, Farmer Newbury 
Pet June 18 Ord June 28 

faruirre, Aurrep, West Oldham, Lancs, Clerk Oldham 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

pean 2ass M, Worthing High Court Pet May 23 

2 


y 
Bows, atAase, Wells, Somersetshire Wells Pet July 3 
Ord July 8 


Joux Henry Haverock, 


faooxs, Wiit1am Hewry, Preston, Lancs, Stonemason 
nary July 2 pee Ad Qecuicila: Saibiin 
BELL, RCHIBALD LEXANDER, 0 

i arcese Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Caamseatain, Joux, Bedminster, Bristol, Grocer Bristol 

Pet July3 Ord July 3 


Quantes, Ropert Epauuxp, Bowes pk, Wood Green, Com- 
=T Traveller High Court Pet July 2 Ord 
2 


QuarrerTon, J Baxsie, Villiers at, Strand, Officer High 
Court Pet May 14 Ord July 
Geexe, min Colebrooke row High Court Pet July 1 


Goose, ie ERE Clifton, Bristol, Lodging House 
Bristol Pet 


July 3 Ord July 3 
Du we oan Halifax, Hairdresser Halifax Pet 
Ord July 2 


bss buomas, Truro, Builder Truro Pet Julyi1 Ord 
Jul; 


core, a Rosendale rd, Y oa Grocer High 
Court Pet July3 Ord Jul 
Georce SuHearp, Soo! “Yorks, Wool Merchant 
wsbury Pet July 2 Ord; "July 2 
Gsrnivc, Gzoroz, 7 ee urne, Milier Rochester Pet 
July 3 Ord July 
Goer, Frank <= fll Lydney, Glos, Gent Newport, 
Mon Pet Junei2 Ord July 3 
ons, yoy Jouy, Broadwater, Fruit Grower Brighton 
uly1 Ord July1 
he ‘ase gL, Barrow in Furness, ae Roller Barrow 
in Furness Pet July1 Ord Jul 
rican Joux, Ash under 1a Coal cae 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Junei3 Ord July 
Harvoy, A F, 8t James’s High Court Pet “Apel 25 Ord 
June 28 


Herren, Hazny Epwarp, — Toy Merchant 
Wandsworth Pet July3 Ord July 3 
Hhooins, Samve. Ene orem Pawnbroker Sheffield 
Bassoon eh Oriet Ge Gi Boot Manufact 
ae emnam t + 00) urer 
‘Orang 


ay A Bet seh Scowcrort 
HowakrTH, Ottery. St Mary, Devons, Brush Manufac- 
turers Exeter Pet July3 Ord July 3 . 
Kine, ys’ Herne Bay, Licensed Victualler Canterbury 
Pet Julyi Ord July1 
, er =} oye Saddle tree Maker Walsall Pet 
yi uly 1 
Mauizy, Annasas CowLry Ti Physician Leo- 
minster Pet J rd Jul 


uly1 O 
“ie High Court Pet 


Masxatt, Epwarp, 
July2 Ord July 2 
Meuis, Antuur Epmusp, Peckham, Grocer’s Traveller 
High Court Pet Jul 3 Ord July 3 
Mover, Grace, ad Vi ms, Mon, Boot Dealer Tredegar 
Pet June 19 Ord Jul 
Nocent, Joszrn, N & on Tyne, Salt rms New- 
eon Tyne Pet July 1 
Paxon, Henny James, High Hol 
Pet June 19 Ord July 
Pexrox, oan ¢ (ne Ironmonger 
Leicester Pet July 3 July 3 
om, Rosert, i" Plumber Warrington Pet 
unel7 OrdJ My he 
Powrrzez, Dixon & Holborn Gum, Merchants High 
Court Pet June5 Ord July 3 
Pootz, Franx, West Bromwich, ti =— G 1 


Dealer Pet me Suis 1 Ord Jul 
= Caven ais Pet 
Ord 





sq, Stockbroker High 
3 
by Bow High Court Pet May 6 


Sivens & Oo, 
Ord July 
GLE, , LARS JamuEs, ~~ a rd, China Dealer 
Court Pet Aprilé Ord Jul 
onuN GairritH, Pon’ idd, Glan . Tobacco Mer- 
t Pontypridd Pet July 1 “Ord uly 1 


anps, Evias Jonny, “Ord Jul Quarry 
urer Portmadoc Pet July 3 Ord July 3 
Sursox, ALEXANDER THOMAS, 


“e in the 
Civil Service High Court Pet July3 Ord Jul 
s, Roszrt, Liansamiet, Glam, thier N 
July 8 Ord July 3 bs 
#, Exizasers, Lu , Leicestefshire, Tailor 
Leicester Pet July2 Ord July 2 
est, Jo Joun, Gt Sante, Ship Builder Gt Grimeby 
29 
= | Reomazp Epwarp, Leckhampton, Clerk in Holy 
Cheltenham oe P Ord June 27 
ra Wim, +: t Portsmouth 
dune 20 July 


Wasa, James, Aa upon 


H 

Kingston upon Hull Fot July 1 "ond July 
are Isaac, Halifax, Boot ns os 6 
yi 


Ord July 1 





Wusor, Gzonas tidy? Onis ane 
Hotel Proprietor Brighton 


Worssy, Envesr, 
mingham Pet July 19 Ord July ig 
The amended notice ema Be at 
in the London Ganeine of June 28 :— 
Joxgs, Tuomas Arnep, Meat Sal 
Pet June 25 June 25 


Ovpriztp, Wiuitsam Water, Manchester, 
Manufacturer Pet March Pee | 


June 26 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
soem, Aaah yg a rd, Hornsey Rise, Builder 


Avery, Eowin Hexen ay andy oy OO July 15 


Batemay, Henry, Sutton under Whitestonecliff, or Thirsk, 
Innkeeper July 29 at 11.30 Court House, North- 


Bart, Evwarp, Loose, Kent, Butcher July 18 at 2.30 
Off Reo, Week Maidstone 


Bavanerook, J — ans, Hota, Huge Farmer July 12 at 
CHAMBERS, aoe te Haroun ux, Huddersfield, 

Ar ad: ped July 12 at 3 Off Bec, 6, Queen st, 
Crone 


Poet’s a apne July 16 at 11 Bank- 


Dorzy, Atrrep Jonny, Halifax, Hairdresser July 15 at 
Eu ay | pay am Nag an Cycle J 
TON, JOHN ‘ 
12 = 17, enoed wy 


oe o 


at Rochester tne: Hal 
Builder July 12at4 Off Reo, 8, 


Hawrtuory, James Kenyon, Savage West India 
Merchant July 16at11 Bankruptcy b Carey 
me tt Lake’s, Bent Wood pam 
Hicxsoy, Wi11am, Blisworth, 
| mae weer ang July 13 at 12.30 County Court bldgs, 
a, Caaries CLEMENT, Ln yaa Builder Julyi6 at 


Sousa, Waanae Hope Blackfriars, Con- 
fectioner July 12 at 12 s Ruon ng, Blackfriars, Con 


a | Aurrep, Li Tobacconist July 17 at 12 


35, st, Liverpool 
JOLivrs, Josian Jous, Landpert Deke Julyiéats Off 


J Wii Jul: 
ee Winzs4x Crono, Chop, Contractor eugat 


Mon. 
LAW OR hes, Mactie Teal ,» Glam, Draper July 16 at 12 
Farm Bailiff July 16 at 3 Off 


Momurry, Ancursatp Haas, Winchmore Hill, Furniture 
Dealer July 13 at 11 * 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 


Nosworrny, Witu1am Josers, Sp rae ed 
Wu." 


July 12 at 12 ae penn 
FIELD, 
July wats. Ogden’s chmbrs, Biaschester, Eating Manu 
ee ng July 12 at 12.30 Off 


Greengrocer July 


>| eee fi aaa Sa - pe 
Roaps, y Tuzopors, Wi 


July 17 at 1.30 County 


Surru, Horace J ; oe maa t July 17 at 
- oun, Hove, Agen y 


Laws, Giyxpwer, 


Parker, it He 


Tasxer, Epwarp 
tor’s Clerk July 15 at 3 15 at 12 
Brorusnrs, Tower 


Sai 
Tomiinson Eaceries Sor i Tee Meecha aie re 
waned i D. ed lane, Wi 
wie Dav: ine Agent 
vay ie at at 
) mm + Nd Keeper 
July 15 at 10 


“jay ists. 


Warrs, Rowan Sackert Crome,’ General 
wus he, Isaac ig 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avams, Jonx, W. Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon Pek July 2 Ord Paly 2 ¥ 


A ,» Gro Wellington 
“Labourer Newoaste tle aa Tyne Pee duly 3 Odd 
ord te ; 
Farmer Glouces- 


« Hes.inetox, 
lous Pet July 2 ‘Ord 
July 2 


Basroxp, Joun ee. Ee Hava 


is Se SUT RoE, |e 


I 








1 Ord di 
Coot dant row High Court Pet July 1 
Causs, J Exizasera, Clifton, Lodging House 
er Bristol Pet July 3 Ord July 38 
Deax, Jonx Manon, Financial agent 
Surrey Pet Jan4 Ord 1 
Deage, Mane Sam, Seem Halifax Pet 
Excox, Josuu. inion titek Siebatiten, tre- 
vision Merchant" Hereford” Pet June 14° Ord 


July 3 
Fann Tuomas, Truro, Builder ‘Truro Pet July 1 Ord 
Foruere + canal Outfitter 
Liverpool Put Apell 25° On 34 
Gnopon Sanano, Booth, nt 


ala » Wool Merchant 

one ate Balas ld Rochester Pet 

Gover, Wiii1am, ait, Walle Cater Walsall Pet 
Sane 21 Ord” 2 


Peters ‘sae Seas Rae: Se 


sone Sa Barrow 


in 
Hicer a. — Pawnbroker 
J. 3 ty oa Pet June 2% 


Lane, Coantes Bia Bas Ipswich, Gent Ipswich 
Fet Jeno 9 2 OrdJunes 
Walmall, Sad tree Maker Walsall Pet 


ae ae Ord July 1 


ee ear Newport, Mon 
Mauigy, Appanau ae Set aa Salop, Physician ; 
MGour Pot duly ® Ord Jay 3 sea 
vee, en, Boot Dealer Tredegar 
fee Ord July 1 
eee tee Gee ee 
-— Groner Sed ret Oates Glass Mer- 
Mowesda an hese hates, tl sde ort salt Merchant New- 
voy, Within Waray, Mancheder, Sites or 
raarabier mon woos 
pore suirt” Ont July 3 
"aay Labourer Blaenau Festiniog Pet June| 
eS ee ee ee Neath Pet 
Tuy 2 ond Satara, Tape Leicester Pet 
ws AE g eco 
Kingeion upon Heal "Pet July 1. Ord daly Ord July 1 
ware eae cite 


Wicrmsoy, Halifax Pet 
Woe ee cain Yorks, Mill Manager 
Dewsbury Pet July? Ord aly 2 ond daly 3 


Amaniol netics tabetiaied, tn for that published in the Lon- 
don Gazette pscensaigaliew gl — 


J Meat Salesman 

"Seaingham ‘He tebe ae el temp we 

Amended notice substituted for seetes te te Lee- 
don Gazette of the — 

Worssgy, Exyzst, Victualler Bir- 


Licensed 
mingham Pet June 19 Ord June 26 


London Gasette,—Turspay, July 9. 
’ RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bf and J 
her Fg CL ee 
Boor Pet duly 6 Ord acssaganeod 
See Bitk- § 


pa gy oT 
conse eae ia fond Pot J Berseldeetsk, Zee, Watch 





“A Schoclmaster Liver: 
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eneaie, Farmer Wrex- 


a July 

w, Mottingbams ecmabite Nottingham 
une 19 Ord Jul uly 3 
Gronoz, Ricnarp Jom, Liwynpia, Glam, Wine Merchant 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 
“a 7 Dorchester, ester, Farmer Dorchester Pet 
5 
, Faep, = + a Baxrr Goiterr, Wealdstone, 
Builders St Albans Pet July2 Ord July 2 

ats. Anencn, Manley, Builder Hanley PetJuly5 Ord 


Harwaap, Wituax Rarn, nape on Sea, Tailor High 
Court Pet J 


une 14 Ord Jul y5 
Hzsvizv, A, Upper Thames st, Merchant High Court 
Pet May 7 Ord July 5 
Paremon Baywiss, Aston Somerville, Farmer 
Worcester Pet July5 Ord July 5 
Ineaut, Wi1114m, Sheffield, Coal Merchant Lincoln Pet 
July6 Ord July 6 
Kitcarronam, Waurer Ler, Heckmondwike, Jeweller’s 
Agent Dewsbury Pet July3 Ord July 3 
Layzovurs, ney we Royd sow Hemowerth, Butcher 
‘Wakefield July 4 Ord Jul 
Laz, _ onl on Leeds ‘Pet July 5 Ord July 5 
Levenixe, wane, | Combmartin, Devonshire, Carpenter 
Barnstaple Pet July 4 Ont Salsa 
Meloon, Act.s5, Bieniaghem, , Travelling Draper Birming- 
Pet June 25 Ord July 6 in 
shamien Jou, b= Exsex, Cowkeeper High 
Court Pet July6 Ord Ju uly 6 
Mats, Jors Parrinsoy, and Frepsgrick Ernest Rvsss11, 
ways Chemists Canterbury Pet July 6 Ord 


Moreaws, Witt1am Lewis, Earl’s Court, Tea Merchant 
High Court Pet April 27 Ord July 6 
Pickrrse: 


ICKERSGILL, Wasa - eee Leeds, Builder York 
Pet July2 Ord July 

she in Taemes, Pradford, Yorks, Grocer Brad- 
PetJuly6 Ord J 


Ransroror Samve. tp a Kempsford 
Earl ’s Court, Tutor High Court Pee yale Ord 
emits ® 


Halesowen, , Grocer Stourbridge 
se. Ord July 2 


1? Cardiff, Coal Dealer Cardiff Pet July 3 Ord 
Vouniamy, Hzwny, Lawrence lane, Chenpitte, Architect 
High Court Pet May7 Ord July 4 


vas. moat, Halifax, Engineer Halifax Pet July 6 
wee ate Queen Anne st; Artist High Court Pet May 
TKO, a. Constaytixz, With , Lancs, 
Manchester Pet July5 Ord July 5 

FIRST MEETINGS. 
— a Ny Lee! gy Sa oy baoae Os /- 16 at 


Axprnson, Jonx. Bi 
Bess: Wiitehail chm 
Arximsox, Groncr, Willington Qua 

Labourer July 20 at 12 Off Rec, 


Worces 


lane, Newcastle 
on Tyne 
Basrozp, Joux Hewny Haverock, 
Clothier July 17 at 11.30 Midilant Hints Hotel, futhne 2 
Ba p ohne "Greenfield, ¥ ey 
YLIFFE, D, —_ July 16 at 11 
Of Bank | sone Queen at, O _ “ 
Brarecey, Japez Fiera Pee te cates, -peorge 
an . 16 at 10. 20 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batle: 
Somersetshire, Widow July 17 at 11 


Bowen Rec, a chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Szrrmvs, Chesham, , Financial 
Agent July is. at 3 Ogden’ 's chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 
non a Hazzy, Warrington, Joiner July 19 at 10.45 
Court house, Upper Bank st, W, _. 
Campsgit, Apcuipatp ALExanpgr, Carnforth, Lancs, 
Grocer’ July 16 at 2 Castle Hill House, Lancaster 


Congres Joux, Bedminster, Grocer July 17 at 12 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Pe cone Witiiam, West Bromwich, Licensed 


CuARLES 
Victualler July 24 at 2.5 County Court, West Broin- 
bx = 


Corzanp, Hexny B Hill, Painter July 17 
at 3 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brig 4 


Jaxe Exizasers, Clifton, eae y IE Keeper 
July 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, Beak chmbrs, Corn “st, 


Dowson, Jouy Vuresass, Newcastle on Tyne, Costumier 
July 20 at 11 .Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 


Ronen Forme Me ae, Sorte aan , Commission Agent 


Berman, Jose, Shel, Tailor July 17 at3 Off Rec, 
Fox, Gzoncs Suzan, Soothill, Merchan 
16at3 Off Rec, Bank chnbes Botlon , 


Gispoxs, gous oe Gt Grimsby, Dockside Labourer 
July 17 at11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt-Grimsby 
Bridle 
aa P vg Aa Cutter July 17 


opera sree Le Licensed Victualler 
mo Cambridge Junction, High st, 


20m, Ashton under Lyne, Coal Merchant 
wba aia 5 Townhall, Ashton under Lyne 
Meygpess, Jensen, St George, Gloucestershire, Boot 
July 17: at 12:30 Off Bank 
. ehmubes, Cora st, Bristol . - 


Scowcrort 


Kerercu, Smzox Epwanp, Rosest 
Brash Manufacturers July 


Howarrs. Ottery St Mary, 
17 at 11 The Castle, Exeter 

Kircurenam, Water Lex. Heckmondwike, Jeweller’s 
Agent July 16 at 4 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Lirrie, Rosert, Cardiff, Warehouseman July 18 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Loverine, Epwarp, Combmartin, Devonshire, Carpenter 
July 16 at 11 Sander’s & Sons, High st, Barnstaple 

Maces, Frep, Newport, Mon, Boot Dealer July 16 at 11 
Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport 

Marriorr, Water Hewry, Leamington July 16 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Mansuaty, Acpert, Leicestershire July 17 at 12.30 Off 

:, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Masxatt, Epwarp, oe Grocer July 16 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mircne.t, Wiu1am Eayest, West Bromwich, Publican 
July 24 at 2.10 County Court, West Bromwich 

Nucent, Josern, Newcastle on Tyne, Salt Merchant July 
20 at 11.30 Off Mec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Parrainer, Bexsautx, Wednesbury, Staffs, Labourer July 
17 atl Off Rec, Walsall 

Pextroy, Grorez, Hinckley, Leicestershire, Ironmonger 
July 17 at3 Off Rec, rd ‘Berridge st, Leicester 

PICKERSGILL, be ee Soe, wines, Builder July 
18at2 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

as Bonesr Earlstown, Lancs, Plumber July 19 at 

Court house, Upper Bank st, Warrington 

iicnan’ bay om | Smethwick, Staffs, Butcher July 24 at 2 
County Court, West Bromwich 

Sxairz, Jonx, Wandsworth, Sh 
24, Railway app, London Bri 

Surrn, Caruentve, Tuffley, Glos, Farmer July 16 at 3 
Off , 15, King st, raver I 

Surrn, Josern Grorcs, Treherbert, Glam, Fancy Dealer 
July 19at3 Off Ree, Merther Tydfil 

Suits, Martin Henry, Culeford, Glos, Colliery Proprietor 
July = 12 Off Ree, G Bank New- 

rt, 

Resin % Wiuu4sm Hewry, Land Confectioner 
July 17at3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Tuorne, Exizapnets, Lutterworth, itn. @ Land July 16 
at 1230 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Lei 

Tyreevi, WILLIAM, Southsea, Gent Jaly Bats Off Rec, 
Cambridge Junction, nie st, Portsmouth 

Waxes, James, Kingston u Hull, Licensed ae 

w uly 8 at ll b Ree, Trinity 7, House lane, Hull 

1L80n, Gzorce WILLIAM, Yor! Manager 
July 16 at 17 Off Ree, ‘Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Wixsow, Joun James, , Lanes, Grocer July 17 at 

2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria wt, Liverpool 


Assistant July 17 at 





ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ba ee Leal hears Oates 
Butchers 

Buiout, Szprimvs, Cheetham, Manchester, Financial Agent 
Manchester Pet March6 Ord July 3 

Browy, James, Bradford, Yorks, Wool Merchant Bradford 
Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Brown, James, Leamington Spa, Warwickshire, Ladies’ 
Costumier Warwick Pet une 18 Ord July 6 


om Anrnor, Gt Ord uly S st, Westminster High Court 


et May 16 
Pm. k, x... , Grocer Bristol Pet July 
8 Ord July 4 


CoLuins, ated Coenenen, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 


Pet July 5 Ord J = 
Cousins, Cuantes, Stoke =e Gatien Suffolk, Butcher 
Ipswich June 
Dawson, Samvet, ek Retired Schoolmaster Liver- 
pool Pet July 4 Ord July 4 
Bush Hill Park 


E.ursorr, Josern N, and Joun Hye. 
Enfield, Contractors Edmonton Pet May 16 Ord 
4 
Eyae, Witu1am Joux, and Exizasers, Liverpool, West 
oe Merchants Liverpool Pet May 29 Ord 
y4 
Focwm1, Harry, and Gorexey Haspy Baxer, Wol- 
verham , Hosiers Wolverhampton Pet June 10 
Ord July 5 
Groner, Ricuarp J oun, Liwynpia, 
Pontypridd Pet July 2 ee 


Hatt, Arruur, Hanley, par to da Hanley Pet July 
6 Ord July 5 

Havenrroy, Joun, Ashton under L 
Ashton under Lyne and Staly 

5 

prmen 4 Puremox Bayiiss, Aston Somerville, Glou- 

= ire, Farmer Worcester Pet July 5 Ord 
y5 
Songee, eae, eee. Late Coal Merchant Lincoln 
uly 
a see Liverpool, Tobacconist Liverpool Pet 


Ord July 4 
JonzEs, ig ey: Old Colwyn, Carnarvonshire, Tailor Ban- 


June27 Ord July 4 
Kircutvemax, Water Lez, ondwike, Jeweller’s 
Agent Dewsbury 


Heckm: 
Pet July2 Ord July 3 
; Possataes: Hemsworth, 


Yorks, Butcher 
Pet July4 Ord July 4 
Lez, Faepericn, Leeds Leeds Pet July 5 Ord July 5 


Lovenine, went tale Jaya Ord duly Poseution, Carpenter 
me a am, Durham, Builder sibaaie on Tyne 


Me fob pty eam Catford, Grocer’ 
4 HUB MOND, ’ 
“Traveller High Court : 


Pet july 3 "Ord July 8 


> Wine Merchant 


, Coal Merchants 
Pet June 13 Ord 


Larsouss, 
W: 








Miriar, Joun Parrerson, and Paspens See 
SELL, Chemist Canterbury Pet twas 
July 6 P 
PickersGitt, WriL1aM, Manston, nr Leeds, Builder 
Pet July1 Ord July 2 4 
Porrs, Witt1am Arraur, Blyth, Northmbrid, Auct 
Newcastle on Tyne PetMay 29 Ord July5 3 
Reeves, Gzorce Tuomas, Hastings, Baker Hastings 
July 4 Ord July 5 


“s, Louis, Market Rasen, Lincs, Solicitor 


Pet June 12 Ord July 4 
Grae, Pena, Notting Hill High Court Pet May 31 
4 
Tuomas, Barnsbury, Clerk 


Ho Ord July 3 
Sars, Wares, oly > 
March 30 


y 
Srupsox, eyo 
Portsmouth 


Sruamay, Joun, OTloneen, Worcestershire, Grocer & 
bridge Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Tayvor, Atraep, Bradford, Yorks, Woolstapler 
Pet J Ord July 5 


‘et June 24 : 
, Coal Dealer Cardiff Pet July@ 


Tous. Farp, 
July 3 

Tare, A ac Some Leckhampton, Chelte 
— in Holy Cheltenham Pet May 5 

y4 

Wixson, Joun James, Garston, Lancs, Grocer Li 

Ord June 24 Ord July 6 
ADJUDICATION remy 


Hakpaker, Apzauam, Manningham, 
Bradford (by transfer from tne 
1892 Annul rts 1, 1895 


Grocer 


ford, ¥ 
Adjud Jan 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 15.—Messrs. Kine & Py om ey at the Mart, 
Freehold Properties at Horsham (see adve 
July 6, p. 630). 


July 16.—Mesers, Desennau, Tewsor, Fanuen, & Ban 
water, at the , at 2, Residential Property 
advertisement, June 29, p. 613). 

July 17.—Messrs. Eouunp W. Ricuarpsow & Sox, at 

at 2, Freehold Estate in Sussex (see ad 
ment, July 6, p. 4). 

July 18.—Mesers. Desennam, Tewson, Fanuen, & Bar 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Ground-rents 
ad it, July 6, p. 4). 

July 18.—Messrs. Faresroruer, Exviis, Crank, & Co 
the at 2, Freehold Investments (see ad 
ment, June 15, p. 4). 





All letters intended ae publication in 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be a Li 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
Journal with regularity, it is requested th 
application be made direct to the Publi 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrap 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxrorrors’ JouRN. 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes be 
at the offite—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law ¢ 
5s. 6d. 








LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIC 
Bor Veet a or for Intro 
to Gentlemen requiring a ove, apply to | 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
fartnership Agent and Law Costs Drafteman. 
68, Chancery-lane. 


N.B.—MORTGAGE SECURITIES WANTED. 





EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
Se te Ble, Oe Set Coon, the Whole off 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND 3 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, 
, and Clerke of the Peace. 
Corporation eles, University and Clergy Ge 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Law W: 


| 94, OBANCERY LANE, LO} 








